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I. 


SUMMARY  -  32  GARRISON  STREET 


A.   Introduction 

The  32  Garrison  Steet  project  analyzed  in  this  document, 
proposes  the  new  construction  of  74  residential  units, 
and  a  below  grade  garage  to  accommodate  7^  cars. 

This  Draft  Project  Impact  Report,  prepared  for  the 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  (BRA),  presents  the 
current  plans  for  the  32  Garrison  Street  site  and 
discusses  the  possible  effects  of  its  construction  and 
completion  on  the  area's  environment  and  historical 
character. 


This   first   chapter  includes  both  applicant  and  property 

inf ormat i 

on.     Chapter   II,   Project   Design,  presents  a 

detailed 

description   of   the   project   design   and   the 

surroundi 

ng   area   context.     Chapter   III  is  made  up  of 

three   su 

bsections  that  discuss  environmental  analyses  or. 

transportation,   shadow,   and   construction.    Chapter  I\ 

details 

the   neighborhood  review  process,  and  the  public 

benefits 

resultant   from  the  construction  of  32  Garrison 

Street  . 

Chapter   V   evaluates   the   project   from   an 

historic 

perspective,  and  Chapter  VI  itemizes  the  zoning 

relief, 

variances,    and    permitting/approval   process 

relevant 

to   this  development.   Appendices  with  relevant 

plans  , 

elevations    and    renderings,    as    well    as 

geotechnical  information  follow. 

B  .   Pro j  ect  History 

To  begin  the  city  approval  process  under  the  proposed 
development  review  requirements  (Article  31)  to  the 
Boston  Zoning  Code,  a  Project  Notification  Form  (PNF) 
with  the  BRA  (see  Appendix  A).  Ir. 
the  PNF,  the  BRA  issues  a  scoping 
that  outlines  the  information  to  be 
the  Draft  Project  Impact  Report  (see 
letter  itemizing  areas  in  the  D.P.I.R. 
further   elaboration   was   received  by  the 


mus  t 


be 


filed 
response    to 
determination 
presented    in 
Appendix).     A 
which   needed 


developer.       The    Final 
incorporated  those  items. 


Project   Impact   Report   hai 
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C  .       Deve  1  opine  n  t    Team 


DEVELOPER 


Renaissance  Properties,  Inc. 
321  Columbus  Avenue 
Boston  ,  MA   02  116 
(617)536-2700 


Contact:   Elizabeth  Mcloughlin 


PRINCIPALS 


Roger  E.  Tackeff 

121  West  Newton  Street 

Boston,  MA   02118 

(617)262-1712 


Michael  A.  Leabman 
163  Appleton  Street 
Boston  ,  MA   02116 
(617)451-1916 


LEGAL  COUNSEL: 


Choate,  Hall  &  Stewart 
53  State  Street 
Boston,  MA   02109 
(617)227-5020 


Contact:   Elizabeth  Gerlach 


ARCHITECT 


Notter,  Finegold  &  Alexander 
77  North  Washington  Street 
Boston  ,  MA   02114 
(617)227-9272 


Contact:   James  Monteverde 


PROJECT  CONSULTANTS 


Hidell-Eys ter 

Box  325 

Accord,  MA   02018 

(617)749-8040 


Contact:   Theresa  Kennedy 


STRUCTURAL  ENGINEER: 


Aberjona  Engineering,  Inc 
One  Mount  Vernon  Street 
Winchester,  MA   01890 
(617)729-6188 


Contact:   Dave  Bacon 


-5- 


MECHANICAL  ENGINEER: 


Environmental  Design  Engineers 
1A5  Portland  Street 
Boston  ,  MA   02 1 1  A 
(617)742-7434 


Contact 


Dan  Levinson 
John  Hayes 


ELECTRICAL  ENGINEERS 


Vincent  Dilorio,  Inc 
1 1 6  South  Street 
Boston,  MA   02111 
(617)542-5230 


Contact:   Vincent  Dilorio 
Fred  Bark 

GEOTECHNICAL  ENGINEERS:  Geotechnical  Engineers,  Inc. 

1021  Main  Street 
Winchester,  MA   01890 
(617)721-4000 

Contact:   Sam  Liao 


D .  Legal  Information 


There  are  no  judgements  or  actions 
pending  against  the  developer,  nor 
are  any  of  the  developer's 
properties  in  tax  arrears. 
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E.   Developmen  t  Owne  r s  h  i  p 


Area   properties  currently  or  formerly  owned  by  the  developer 
include,  but  are  not  limited  to  the  following: 


5-7-9  Albemarle  Street,  Boston,  MA 

42-44  St.  Botolph  Street,  Boston,  MA 

743  East  Fourth  St.,  So.  Boston,  MA 

350  West  Fourth  St.,  So.  Boston,  MA 

16  Harcourt  Street,  Boston,  MA 

Dartmouth  Square,  Boston,  MA 

84  Appleton  Street,  Boston,  MA 

51-53  Clarendon  St.  Boston,  MA 

50  Berkeley  Street,  Boston,  MA 

321  Columbus  Avenue,  Boston,  MA 

The  Kearsarge  House,  Portsmouth,  NH 

2  Clarendon  Street,  Boston,  MA 

4-18  Clarendon  Street/72  Warren  Avenue, 
Boston,  MA 


15  units 

16  units 
19  units 
47  units 

9  units 
60  units 

5  units 

6  uni t  s 
9  units 

7  units 
12  units 
60  units 

30  units 
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Financial  Information 


BANK  REFERENCES 


Bank  of  Boston 
100  Federal  Street 
Boston,  MA 
(617)434-2200 

Contact:   John  DeCamp 


Bank  of  New  England 
28  State  Street 
Boston  ,  MA 
(617)742-4000 


Contact 


Mark  C .  Hargrave  ,  III 


G .   Property  Agreements 


Purchase  &  Sale  Agreement,  dated  January,  1987,  between  the 
First  Church  of  Christ,  Scientist,  in  Boston  Massachusetts 
as  seller,  and  Roger  E.  Tackeff  and  Michael  A  Leabman  as 
buver  trustees  of  32  Garrison  Street  Realty  Trust. 


H. 


Development  &  Operating  Proformas 


Final  construction  estimates  and,  therefore,  development 
proformas,  are  contingent  upon  final  bids  received  from 
subcontractors.  We  expect  numbers  which  reflect  an  80-90 
percent  confidence  level  to  be  finalized  during  the  month  of 
January . 


I  .   Legal  Description  of  Project 


A  certain  parcel  of  land  with  the  buildings  thereon  situated 
in  Boston,  Suffolk  County,  Massachusetts,  being  shown  on  a 
plan  made  by  Aspinwall  &  Lincoln,  C.E.,  dated  August  20, 
1931,  recorded  with  Suffolk  Deeds  on  September,  11,  1931. 
Said  parcel  is  bounded  and  described  as  follows: 


Nor  t hwes  t e  rly 


Sou t  hwes  t  e  r ly 


by  the  southeasterly  end  of  Garrison 
Street  and  and  by  the  southeasterly 
line  of  Alley  No.  ASA  as  shown  on 
said  plan,  one  hundred  seventy-eight 
and  71/100  (178.71)  feet  ; 

by  the  northeasterly  line  of  a 
passageway  shown  on  said  plan,  one 
hundred  sixty-four  (16A)  feet; 


Southeasterly 


by  land  of  the  Boston  and  Providence 
Railroad  Corporation,  one  hundred 
seventy-eight  and  95/100  (178.95) 
feet  ; 


Northeasterly 


by  land  designated  on  said  plan  as 
land  now  or  formerly  of  F.H.  Roberts 
Co.,  being  land  now  of  A.W.  Perry, 
Inc.,  in  part  running  through  the 
middle  of  a  sixteen  (16)  inch  wall 
as  shown  on  said  plan,  sixty-seven 
and  76/100  (67.76)  feet; 


Nor t hwe  s  t erly 


by  said 
thirty-one 
foot; 


last    mentioned    land, 
one  hundredths  (.31)  of  a 


Northeasterly 


by  said  last  mentioned  land  on  a 
line  running  through  the  middle  of  a 
twenty  (20)  inch  wall  and  continuing 
to  the  end  of  said  Garrison  Street 
as  shown  on  said  plan,  ninety-six 
and  2A/100  (96.24)  feet. 


Containing  29,328  square  feet  according  to  said  plan. 
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II.   PROJECT  DESIGN 
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II 


PROJECT  DESIGN 


Introduction 

This   chapter 
through   text 
this   documen 
through    an 
developer  , 
Commi  s  s  ion , 
staff   of   th 
Plans    for 
Inspectional 
The   proposed 
enthusiastic 
inception. 


describes   the   proposed   project   design 

and  graphics.   The  project  scheme  on  which 

t   is   based   evolved   over 

iterative   review   process 

the    project    architects, 

the   St.   Botolph  community,  and  the  design 

e   Boston   Redevelopment   Authority   (BRA). 

this   development   were   submitted   to   the 

Services  Department  on  September  10,  1987. 

is   a   development  which  has  received  the 

support    of    the   community   since 


the   last  year 
involving   the 

the   Landmark  s 


its 


B .   Project  Summary 

We  have  designed  a  development  of  74  residential  units 
which  will  be  primarily  skewed  to  larger  units  of  2  and 
3  bedrooms.  A  below  grade  garage  of  Ih  spaces  will 
also  be  constructed.  Gross  square  footage  in  this 
development  will  be  89,000  square  feet,  exclusive  of 
the  garage.  The  total  square  footage,  including  the 
garage,  will  be  115,900  gross  square  feet. 

The  design  scheme  is  a  five  story  brick  structure  of 
traditional  rowhouse  design,  built  to  surround  a  period 
English  landscaped  courtyard.  The  development  will 
make  use  of  bows,  bays.  and  lintels  which  reflect 
similar  architectural  features  commonly  found  in  this 
Back  Bay  neighborhood.  The  development  plan 
incorporates  a  pedestrian  passageway  which  extends  from 
Garrison  Street  in  the  Back  Bay  through  to  the  MBTA 
cover  which  borders  the  entrance  to  the  South  End. 

Extensive  consultation  with  both  the  BRA  and  the 
developers/architects  of  the  contiguous  parcel  at  30 
Garrison  Street  have  resulted  in  a  cohesive  landscaping 
and  exterior  design  scheme  between  the  two  parcels. 
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C.   Parcel  History 

The  proposed  site  is  a  29,328  square  foot  lot,  with 
dimensions  of  approximately  179  by  165  feet.  The  KETA 
Southwest  Corridor  structure  abuts  the  southern  side  of 
the  site,  and  a  condominium  development  (30  Garrison 
Street)  is  presently  under  construction  immediately 
adjacent  to  the  east  property  line.  Across  the  alley 
on  the  north  side  is  the  back  of  70  St.  Botolph  Street, 
housing  for  the  elderly. 

Currently  on  the  site  is  a  two  story  warehouse 
structure  (see  photos  in  Appendix).  The  warehouse  was 
owned  and  utilized  by  the  Hayes-Bi ckf ord  Lunch  System, 
Inc.  from  1931  to  1971,  when  the  property  was  conveyed 
to  the  First  Church  of  Christ,  Scientist  in  Boston, 
Mass.  Since  that  time  it  has  continued  in  use  as  a 
storage  facility.  The  developer  has  received  approval 
for  the  demolition  of  this  facility  from  the  Boston 
Landmarks  Commission. 

The   current   warehouse  is  an  eyesore  in  the  St.  Botolph 

neighborhood.     A   change   in   the   use   of  this  parcel 

represents    a    positive   contribution   to  the   design 

character  of  the  surrounding  community,  and  to  the 
re vi t al i zat ion  of  the  city's  neighborhoods. 


D .   Neighborhood  Context 

The  neighborhood  itself  is  primarily  residential.  This 
parcel  is  a  connecting  link  between  the  side  streets  of 
the  South  End  and  the  larger  scale  St.  Botolph  Street 
on  the  north.  The  pedestrian  arcade  incorporated  into 
the  32  Garrison  design  scheme  reinforces  this  South 
End/Back  Bay  connection.  (See  history  of  St.  Botolph 
area  under  Historical  Resources.) 

Homes  on  the  surrounding  streets  are  typically  4-5 
stories  in  height.  To  the  west,  we  are  bounded  by  the 
rear  of  the  Pollen  Street  residences  which  reflect  this 
same  scale.  To  the  north  sits  the  8-9  story  elderly 
residence  at  70  St.  Botolph  Street.  To  the  east,  a  new 
5  story  building  is  under  construction. 

The  five  story  brick  structure  incorporates  many 
architectural  features  found  in  the  neighborhood. 
Design  development  meetings  included  many  with  the 
architects  of  the  adjacent  project,  to  coordinate 
paving  materials,  cornice  lines  and  string  courses, 
etc. 
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Proposed  Project  Statistics 

Renaissance  Properties  proposes  to  build  an  89,000 
square  foot  development  of  five  stories.   The 
development  is  approximately  5A'7  1/2"  feet  in  height 
for  the  bulk  of  the  building,  with  tower  elements  which 
anchor  the  corners  at  slighly  higher  elevations  (see 
plans  in  Appendix). 


PROJECT  DIMENSION  SUMMARY 

Total  square  feet 115,900 

Gross  residential  square  feet 89,000* 

Net  residential  square  feet 75,550 

Height 5A'7  1/2"  to  top  of  parapet 

No.  of  stories 5 

Square  footage  of  lot 29,368 

Parking  facilities  7$    cars  below  grade 

F.A.R 3.035 

Below  Grade  Garage  Square  Feet 26,900 

Number  of  Units 74 

♦Exclusive  of  all  mechanicals  (not  included  in  zoninj 
computation,  as  per  code) 
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DIMENSIONAL  SQUARE  FOOTAGE 

%-}  HARRISON  STREET 

BOSTON.  MASS. 

FIRST  FLOOR              15.652  SQUARE  FEET 

SECOND  FLOOR             17.189  SQUARE  FEET 

THIRD  FLOOR              19.337  SQUARE  FEET 

FOURTH  FLOOR             19.337  SQUARE  FEET 

FIFTH  FLOOR              17.^89  SQUARE  FEET 

89,00A  SQUARE  FEET 


TOTAL 


GARAGE  26.900    SQUARE  FEET 

TOTAL  115,904 
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F .  Parking  Facility 

A  below  grade  parking  facility  for  77  cars  will  be 
constructed.  Entrance  to  the  parking  facility  will  be 
off  public  Alley  //A54. 

G .  Open  Space 

The  development  provides  approximately  9  ,000  square 
feet  of  open  space.  The  design  for  open  space  begins 
with  a  central  landscaped  courtyard  reminiscent  of  an 
English  manor  garden.  The  development  abuts  the  newly 
created  parkland  which  acts  as  the  green  cover  for  the 
MBTA.  The  courtyard  is  designed  to  open  out  onto  this 
green  space,  and  because  it  will  be  slightly  depressed 
it  will  work  well  with  the  scale  of  the  building,  allow 
for  stoops,  and  raise  the  first  floor  to  provide 
additional  privacy. 

H .   Development  St atus/P redevelopment 

We  have  performed  extensive  test  borings  and 
preliminary  geotechnical  site  work  at  32  Garrison 
Street.  A  full  21E  site  assessment  has  been  initiated, 
which  will  be  submitted  to  our  title  insurance  company 
and  bank  prior  to  closing. 

All  preliminary  schematics  are  completed,  and  working 
drawings  are  approximately  60%  completed  at  this  time. 
Plans  &  specifications  have  been  sent  out  to  bid  by 
subcontractors,  and  a  full  construction  budget  is  in 
progress.  A  full  financing  commitment  is  in  place  with 
the  Bank  of  New  England  in  Boston. 

Plans  were  submitted  to  the  Inspectional  Services 
Department  on  September  10,1987.  An  appeal  was 
drafted,  based  on  ISD's  refusal  letter,  to  the  Zoning 
Board  of  Appeals  on  November  10,  1987.  The  scheduled 
ZBA  date  is  unknown  at  this  time. 

Detailed  plans,  elevations  and  perspective  renderings 
have  been  reviewed  by  the  staff  of  the  Boston  Landmarks 
Commission  staff.  A  productive  dialogue  has  led  to 
modification  by  the  de velope r  /  archi t e c t  ,  and  we  are 
prepared  to  go  before  the  full  Commission,  pending 
receipt  of  zoning  relief. 

The  community  has  been  intimately  Involved  in  this 
process  since  preliminary  plans  were  drawn.  We  have 
their  enthusiastic  support. 
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III.  ENVIRGNVENIAL  IMPACT  ASSESSMENT 
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TRANSPCKIATION  ACXIESS  PLAN 
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32  GARRISON  STREET  CONDOMINIUMS 
SOUTH  END,  BOSTON,  MASS. 

TRANSPORTATION  IMPACT  STUDY 
AND  ACCESS  PLAN 


prepared  for: 


RENAISSANCE  PROPERTIES,  INC. 

321  COLUMBUS  AVENUE 

BOSTON,  MA  02118 


by: 


HOWARD/STEIN-HUDSON  ASSOCIATES,  INC 
312  SAVIN  HILL  AVENUE 
DORCHESTER,  MA  02125 


DECEM3TR,  1987 
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I.  INTRODUCTION  AND  PROJECT  DESCRIPTION 

The  32  Garrison  Street  condominiufri  project  is  located  in  the  St.  Botolph 
neighborhood  of  Boston,  between  the  Bac'<  Bay  and  South  End  (Fig'jre  i).   The 
site  is  located  on  Garrison  Street,  a  d(?ad-end  residential  street.  The 
parcel,  bounded  on  the  west  by  Follen  S;reet,  on  the  east  by  Public  Alle^-  ^5-i., 
on  the  south  by  the  Southwest  Corridor,  and  on  the  north  by  #70  St.  Botolph 
Street,  is  accessed  by  Garrison  Street  and  the  Public  Alley,  which  runs  one- 
way from  Follen  Street  to  Harcourt  Street.  The  developer  proposes  new  con- 
struction of  74  residential  condominium  units,  served  by  76  parking  spaces  in 
a  below-grade  garage,  for  a  ratio  of  just  over  1  space  per  unit.  The  garage 
entrance  would  be  off  Public  Alley  45*^,  accessed  via  Garrison  Street.  A 
special  feature  of  the  project  is  provision  of  a  lighted  pedestrian  way  to  the 
east  of  the  building,  connecting  across  the  decked  Southwest  Corridor  right- 
of-way  to  Holyoke  Street.  This  pedestrian  connection,  which  was  sought  by 
community  residents,  was  planned  for  in  the  Southwest  Corridor  design. 

This  report  sets  forth  the  transportation  impacts  of  the  proposed  project 
in  fulfillment  of  the  Access  Plan  requirements  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority  and  the  Boston  Transportation  Department.  The  scope  for  the  report 
was  determined  in  a  meeting  with  Andrew  McClurg  of  the  Boston  Transportation 
Department  and  Owen  Donnelly  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  on  November 
13,  1987.   This  report  contains  the  following  sections: 

•  Existing  Conditions; 

t    Future  Trip  Generation; 

•  Parking  Supply  and  Management  Issues; 

•  Construction  Traffic  and  Parking  Management. 

II.  EXISTING  CONDITIONS 

The  project  is  located  in  close  proxin ity  both  to  the  Prudential  Center 
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HOWARD/STEIN-HUDSON 

ASSOCIATES,    INC. 
312  Sovin  Hill  Avenue, 
CXsrchestef.  Mossochusetts  02125 

/.n\  "100. AOO^ 


Figure  1 

SITE  LOCATION 


and  Copley  Place  development  projects.  Arterial  access  is  provided  via 
Garrison  Street  to  Huntington  Avenue,  and  via  St.  Botolph  Street  to 
Massachusetts  Avenue.  The  primary  land  use  in  the  immediate  neighborhood  is 
multifamily  residential.  An  adjacent  residential  project  has  been  proposed  by 
another  developer  on  Harcourt  Street,  with  access  off  Garrison  and  the  saiTie 
public  alley.  Renaissance  Properties  has  sought  to  coordinate  the  construc- 
tion management  and  access  planning  for  St.  project  with  the  Harcourt  St. 
project  to  the  extent  possible.  In  addition,  Renaissance  Properties  has 
written  a  Letter  of  Intent  to  purchase  another  building  on  Garrison  Street, 
formerly  occupied  by  the  Boston  Shakespeare  Theater,  for  conversion  to  32 
residential  units.  This  purchase  has  not  yet  taken  place. 

Pedestrian  access  to  the  Back  Bay  is  very  good,  as  is  transit  access. 
The  site  is  one  block  from  the  Back  Bay  Orange  Line  and  commuter  rail  station, 
and  from  the  Prudential  Station  on  the  Green  Line. 

In  pursuing  approvals  for  the  project,  the  developer  has  attended  neigh- 
borhood meetings,  and  the  project  has  received  the  endorsement  of  the  St. 
Botolph  Neighborhood  Association. 

III.  FUTURE  TRIP  GENERATION 

Trip  generation  by  mode  for  the  proposed  condominiums  was  estimated  as 
follows.  Standard  vehicular  trip  generation  rates  as  found  in  the  1985  Insti- 
tute of  Transportation  Engineers  reference  manual.  Trip  Generation,  were  used 
as  the  basis  for  daily  and  peak  hour  trips,  adapted  for  urban  downtown  condi- 
tions. The  vehicular  trip  generation  rates  contained  in  the  ITE  manual  are 
based  upon  field  surveys  taken  at  suburban  locations  with  a  very  low  level  of 
transit  use.  Thus,  to  obtain  an  accurate  indication  of  person  trips  by  all 
modes  in  a  location  such  as  the  St.  Botolph  neighborhood,  the  vehicular  trip 
rates  must  be  translated  into  total  person  trips,  and  then  reassigned  to  modes 
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according  to  the  most  recent  information  ifthich  is  specific  to  downtoi-.n  Boston, 
This  was  done  as  follows: 

•  The  vehicular  trip  rates  were  multiplied  by  an  auto  occupancy  factor 
of  1.^  persons  per  car  to  obtain  total  person  trips  for  each  time 
period.   This  auto  occupancy  rate  applies  to  the  ITE  survey  data. 

•  The  person  trips  were  then  assigned  to  modes  based  on  the  source: 
"Diversity  and  Change  in  Boston's  Neighborhoods  1970-198D,"  a  com- 
pendium of  1980  U.S.  Census  data  for  Boston  residents  compiled  by 
the  BRA.  For  this  location,  which  is  on  the  border  between  the  Back 
Bay  and  South  End,  data  for  both  the  South  End  and  Back  Bay/Beacon 
Hill  were  consulted.  The  figures  for  the  South  End  were  chosen  as 
most  representatative  of  resident  travel  patterns,  because  they 
showed  slightly  higher  auto  use  and  lower  walk  trips  than  Back 
Bay/Beacon  Hill.  This  source  shows  that  only  one-third  of  South  End 
residents  use  autos  to  get  to  work. 

The  results  of  these  analyses  are  shown  in  Table  1,  which  shows  that  the 
74  residential  units  will  generate  a  total  of  508  person  trips  per  day,  2bk 
leaving  and  25A  returning.  Of  the  total,  about  173  will  be  walk  trips,  168 
will  be  transit  trips,  and  163  will  be  persons  using  a  car.  To  determine  the 
number  of  vehicles,  a  1.5  car  occupancy  rate  was  applied,  based  on  the  fact 
that  the  1980  U.S.  Census  data  showed  half  as  many  South  End  residents  were 
auto  passengers  (11%)  as  auto  drivers  (22%).  Application  of  this  rate  yields 
a  total  of  56  vehicles  in  and  56  out  daily. 

These  volumes  will  not  impact  the  residential  character  of  the  neighbor- 
hood, and  they  will  not  cause  any  negative  impacts  on  Garrison  Street.  In 
addition,  they  can  easily  be  accommodated  by  the  proposed  garage  access  ar- 
rangement. 

Parking  Supply  and  Management  Issues 

As  shown  in  Table  1,  the  project  itself,  at  current  South  End  car  owner- 
ship and  occupancy  rates,  is  projected  to  generate  56  residential  vehicles  in 
and  56  vehicles  out  per  day.  The  parking  supply  is  adequate  to  meet  the 
residential  and  visitor  demand,  with  a  ratio  of  1.0  spaces  per  unit,  given 
that  auto  ownership  in  the  South  End  in  1985  was  only  .A8  cars/household, 
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according  to  a  BRA/NDEA  1985  Household  Survey,  and  car  ownership  in  the  Back 

Bay  was  only  .47  autos/household. 

Table  1 

32  GARRISON  STREET 
PERSON  TRIP  GENERATION  BY  FLOOR  SPACE  USE 

Average  Daily        A.M.  Peak     P.M.  Peak 

Arrivals   Departures     In     Out     In    Out 

Walk  Only 

(persons):  86        87        2     12    12     6 

Transit  Users 

(walk  &  ride, persons) :  84 

Auto  Users  (persons)  84 

(vehicles)  56 
All  Modes 

Total  Persons:  254 

Total  Vehicles:     56 


Based  on  the  following  modal  split  data: 

Residential:     33%  walk 

33%  transit/other 

33%  drive  (car  occupancy  1.5) 


Parking  Supply  and  Demand 

The  Boston  Transportation  Department  has  raised  the  issue  of  how  the  32 
Garrison  Street  project  and  the  Shakespeare  Theater  project  would  interrelate 
in  terms  of  parking.  This  is  a  concern  because  it  is  not  possible  to  prcvide 
parking  as  part  of  the  theater  building  conversion.  Should  they  decide  to  go 
ahead  with  the  theater  building  project,  it  would  be  the  intention  of  Renais- 
sance Properties  to  make  unsold  spaces  from  the  32  Garrison  St.  project  avail- 
able to  the  residents  of  the  Shakespeare  Theater  building.  This  building  is 
expected  to  have  32  units.  Applying  South  End  car  ownership  ratios  to  the 
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total  units  in  both  projects  yields  a  parking  demand  of  50.  Tne  ratio  of 
spaces  for  the  total  of  106  units  would  be  .71  spaces/unit,  meeting  £o;^tn  Ere 
.zoning  requirements.  If  all  the  parking  spaces  are  not  sold  after  all  tne 
Shakespeare  Theater  units  are  sold,  spaces  would  be  made  available  to  ether 
neighborhood  residents. 

Resident  Demographics  and  Car  Ownership 

Boston  Transportation  Department  has  raised  the  issue  of  what  the 
demographic  characteristics  of  the  proposed  condominium  owners  would  be  and 
how  these  factors  would  influence  car  ownership.  It  is  expected  that  the 
market  rate  condominium  units  would  sell  in  the  range  of  $225  to  S275  per 
square  foot.  Units  will  be  marketed  to  a  range  of  buyers,  including  both 
individuals  and  married  couples  without  ctuldren.  Renaissance  has  found  that 
over  60%  of  purchasers  of  several  of  its  higher  priced  South  End  condominiurr 
projects  axe  actually  "trade-up"  buyers  from  other  Renaissance  buildings  in 
the  South  End,  Tnoving  from  a  one-bedroom  to  a  two-bedroom  unit,  or  to  a  more 
luxurious  unit.  Household  income  would  certainly  exceed  average  family  income 
for  the  South  End;  however,  as  stated  artDOve,  only  70%  of  condomimum  owners  in 
similar  downtown  Boston  condominium  developments  marketed  by  Renaissance  Pro- 
perties have  typically  bought  the  parking  spaces  offered  with  the  units. 

Construction  Activity 

The  main  concerns  with  respect  to  construction  are  that  construction 
vehicles  do  not  travel  needlessly  on  local  streets,  that  trips  by  heavy  ve- 
hicles axe  both  minimized  and  schedulec  so  as  not  to  conflict  with  peak  hour 
traffic  or  cause  noise  at  early  moxning/late  night  houxs,  and  that  workers  and 
•  trucks  do  not  park  on  the  alxeady  ovexbuxdened  local  stxeets. 

The  pximaxy  means  of  construction  vehicle  access  to  the  project  site 

would  be  from  Public  Alley  45A.  Construction  is  expected  to  begin  in  January, 
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1988  and  end  in  March,  1989,  a  total  of  15  months.  The  average  njrr^ber  of 
workers  on  site  at  any  one  time  would  be  around  ten;  the  maximum  number  would 
be  around  twenty.  Construction  vehicles  will  park  on  site,  front  of  the 
site.  As  soon  in  the  construction  process  as  it  is  physically  possible  to  do 
so,  contractor  vehicles  will  be  allowed  to  park  in  the  garage. 

The  developer  and  contractor  will  comply  with  all  City  permitting  proce- 
dures as  required  by  the  Inspectional  Services,  Public  Works  and  Transporta- 
tion Departments. 

Monitoring 

It  is  recognized  that  the  preparation  of  the  transportation  impact  study 
and  plan  is  a  first  step  in  achieving  the  City's  access  goals.   The  access 
plan  process  also  provides  for  an  appropriate  level  of  post-implementation 
monitoring  so  that  the  cumulative  effects  of  a  number  of  projects  in  a  given 
area  can  be  seen.  In  this  regard,  the  developer  will  cooperate  with  the  BRA 
and  the  Boston  Transportation  Department  in  conducting  any  required  surveys  of 
the  eventual  condominium  owners  and  retail  tenants  to  establish  the  actual 
level  of  car  ownership,  parking  practices,  and  modal  use. 
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Shadow 


1  .   Introduction 

A  full  set  of  shadow  impact  analyses  was  prepared 
to  evaluate  the  incremental  shadow  impact  the 
proposed  development  will  have  on  surrounding 
buildings.  The  marginal  shadow  effect  of  the 
proposed  project  was  determined  to  be  minimal. 
Complete  shadow  diagrammatic  representations 
follow,  including  sectional  elevations  of  the 
Southwest  Corridor. 

2 .  Method  of  Analysis 

Both  existing  and  project  related  shadow  conditions 

were  analyzed.     Shadow  patterns  were  analyzed  for 

9:00  a.m.,   noon   and   3:00   p.m.  during  the  months 

June,  December,  March  and  September. 

3 .  Project  Impacts 

As  is  apparent  from  the  diagrams,  the  southeast  lot 
line  of  the  proposed  development  abuts  the  new  MBTA 
open  parkland  covering  the  Southwest  Corridor.  The 
site  has  excellent  exposure  and  light  conditions 
due  to  this  southern  exposure. 

Numerous  meetings  were  held  with  abutters  regarding 
the  marginal  shadow  impacts  on  their  properties. 
It  was  determined  that  only  the  last  townhouse  on 
Follen  Street  would  have  additional  shadow  impact, 
and  then  only  in  early  morning  hours  during  June, 
on  the  basement  and  first  floor  levels. 

Primary  shadows  generated  by  this  development  fall 
upon  themselves,  i.e.  they  shade  portions  of  the 
interior  courtyard  of  the  development,  and  only  at 
certain  times  of  the  year. 

A.   Diagrams 

Under  separate  cover. 
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Wind  Impact 

There  will  be  minimal  pedestrian  level  impact  of  the 
proposed  development  on  wind  conditions  in  the  area. 
Primarily,  this  is  due  to  the  limited  overall  height  of 
the  structure,  and  the  extensive  amount  of  open  space 
provided  by  the  interior  courtyard,  proposed  setbacks, 
and  proximity  to  the  open  space  pertaining  to  the 
Southwest  Corridor. 

The  height  of  the  proposed  building  is  consistent  with 
that  of  surrounding  structures.  The  Pollen  Street 
residences  are  4-5  stories  in  height  with  roof  top 
additions . 

At  70  St.  Botolph  Street,  immediately  across  public 
alley  //454,  there  is  an  8  story  building  with  a  height 
which  surpasses  that  of  our  proposed  building  by 
approximately  30  feet.  The  contiguous  parcel  to  the 
east  at  30  Garrison  Street  is  under  construction  and 
will  result  in  a  structure  of  virtually  identical 
height  to  our  proposed  building.  Renaissance 
Properties  has  worked  closely  with  the  developer  of  30 
Garrison  Street  to  ensure  that  both  development 
programs  are  consistent  in  scale,  massing  and  height. 
The  southernmost  portion  of  the  site  is  bordered  by  the 
open  space  of  the  Southwest  Corridor. 

The  condominium  complex  will  generate  little  additional 
pedestrian  traffic  near  the  building,  other  than  that 
pertaining  to  the  residences  themselves.  The  site  is 
located  at  the  end  of  a  dead  end  street,  and  is 
bordered  on  two  sides  by  alleys  which  line  the  rear  of 
the  adjacent  buildings  and  which  are  not  primary 
traffic  roads. 
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Construction 


1  .   Introduction 

The  following  describes  the  duration  and  scale  of 
the  construction  activities  generated  by  the 
proposed  32  Garrison  Street  development.  It  also 
identifies  possible  project  impacts  on  the 
surrounding  quality  of  life,  and  discusses  possible 
areas  in  which  disruption  might  by  minimized. 

The  developer  has  had  an  excellent  track  record  in 
monitoring  the  construction  elements  of  its 
projects  in  the  city's  neighborhoods,  from  the 
building  of  the  60  unit  Dartmouth  Square  in  the 
South  End,  the  A7  unit  Bigelow  School  in  South 
Boston  and  the  90  unit  Clarendon  Square  development 
currently  in  progress. 

The  sequencing  and  critical  path  of  construction 
activities  will  be  finalized  in  more  detail  over 
the  next  several  months.  The  developer  is  prepared 
to  work  with  the  BRA,  appropriate  city  agencies, 
and  the  neighborhood  to  keep  all  fully  informed  as 
to  the  scope  and  nature  of  work. 

2 .   Scheduling 

The  duration  of  construction  activities  at  32 
Garrison  Street  is  expected  to  last  approximately 
16  months.  Four  months  of  demolition,  and  below 
grade  excavation  for  the  parking  facility  will 
initiate  the  process.  Twelve  months  of  actual 
building  construction  will  follow.  The  developer 
hopes  to  begin  demolition  in  February,  1988  and 
targets  a  completion  date  of  June,  1989. 

A  time  line  Gantt  chart  report  showing  the 
sequencing  of  construction  activities  follows  this 
section.  As  the  chart  indicates,  for  the  first  4-6 
months  construction  activities  are  expected  to  be 
limited  to  demolition,  excavation  and  site 
preparation.  The  site  will  be  fully  excavated  to 
allow  for  a  one  level  below  grade  garage. 
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3.   EXCAVATION  AS  IT  RELATES  TO  SOUTHWEST  CORRIDOR  VIBRATION  AND 
ATTENDANT  SOIL  SETTLEMENT 


Building  excavation  on  this  site  will  be  limited.  The 
existing  grades  on  the  site  are  approximately  +13  BCB. 
The  general  excavation  will  ultimately  reach  an  elevation  of 
approximately  +8  Boston  City  Base.  Half  the  site  is  occupied 
by  an  existing  structure,  which  ,  once  removed,  will  not 
require  deeper  excavation. 

Because  of  the  minimal  depth  of  the  excavation,  soil 
settlement  or  foundation  settlement  of  adjacent  structures  is 
not  expected  to  occur  in  any  measureable  way.  The  two 
foundation  walls  which  will  have  the  deepest  excavation  cuts 
will  in  fact  be  constructed  leaving  in  place  the  existing 
foundation  walls  of  the  warehouse  which  currently  sits  on  the 
site.  In  addition,  all  but  the  underground  utility  structures 
(gas  trap  and  elevator  pit)  will  be  done  above  the  existing 
water  table . 

In  addition,  prior  to  putting  in  place  piles  to  support 
our  foundation  system,  the  soil  will  be  pre-augured  to  a 
depth  of  65  feet.  This,  combined  with  the  fact  that  the  soil 
conditions  on  this  site  are  extremely  silty  and  easily 
penetrable,  will  result  in  minimal  friction  and  displacment 
in  establishing  proper  foundation  support  .  As  you  can  see 
from  the  appendices  to  a  comprehensive  study  done  by  our 
geotechnical  consultants,  the  MBTA  retaining  wall  as  well 
penetrates  to  a  depth  of  at  least  -49  BCB  which  will 
preclude  foundation  displacement . The  design  criteria  for  the 
32  Garrison  Street  substructure  was  established  with  full 
consideration  of  the  existing  MBTA  below  grade  retaining 
wall,  and  well  within  safety  margins  relating  to  any  possbile 
vibration  impact.  In  fact  the  existant  Southwest  Corridor 
excavation  support  system  and  retaining  wall  will  act  as  a 
strong  retaining  wall  for  any  further  excavation  which  we 
will  do  on  the  adjacent  lot.   Finally,  the  MBTA  track  bed  is 
significantly  below  the  shallow  excavation  which   is  required 
at  32  Garrison  Street  -vibration  of  passing  trains  is 
expected  to  have  no  statistically  significant  impact  on 
either  the  installation  of  piles,  soil  excavation,  or  the 
stability  of  the  foundation  slab. 

All  required  soil  excavation  will  be  completed  during  the 
months  of  May  and  June  1988.  Removal  of  portions  of  the  site 
will  be  monitored  for  the  possible  presence  of  hazardous 
waste  contaminants  in  accordance  with  the  21E  report 
contained  in  the  appendix.  The  site  will  be  certified  free  of 
hazardous  waste  prior  to  the  commencement  of  construction. 

At  no  time  during  the  construction  process  will  the 
foundation  hole  be  subject  to  freeze/thaw  conditions.   Ground 
water  as  well  as  rain  water  during  this  time  will  be  subject 
to  round  the  clock  dewatering  procedures. 

-56- 


Construction  Process 

Excavation   at  this  site  will  take  approximately  two 

will   be  no  dredging  or 

go  down  to  the  water 
2,000  cubic  yards  of 
{The  depth  of  the  water 

data   we   obtained   by 


to   three   months.     There 

filling.     Excavation   will 

table,   with   approximately 

material   to   be   removed. 

table    is    reflected    by 

performing   borings  at  this  site,  which  pegged  water 

table  depth  from  El.  +  5  to  El.  +  10  (BCB).} 


Piles  will  be  driven  on  the  site  to  a  depth  of 
approximately  125  feet  below  the  surface.  Pile 
driving  will  take  approximately  six  weeks.  Impact 
on  adjacent  buildings  and  utility  lines  is  expected 
to  be  minimal. 

The  approximate  existing  ground  surface  is  at  an 
elevation  of  +16  feet  (BCB).  Subsurface  soil 
conditions  are  fill  to  a  depth  of  -2  to  -3  feet,  at 
which  point  borings  have  revealed  organic  silt  to  a 
depth  of  -20  feet.  Peat,  sand,  and  finally  silty 
clay  follow  to  a  depth  of  at  least  -30  feet. 
Borings  revealed  10-11  feet  of  glacial  fill  at 
approximately  El.  -111.  Bedrock  was  cored  from 
approximate  depths  of  135-144  feet.  All  dimensions 
will  be  verified  during  design  of  the  excavation 
support  system  and/or  during  construction. 

A  complete  geotechnical  report  detailing  the  scope 
of  below  grade  work  follows  in  the  Appendix.  A 
comprehensive  analysis  of  the  existing  foundations 
of  adjacent  structures,  utility  lines,  and  ground 
water  conditions  is  also  included.  Finally, 
recommendations  for  mitigation  of  soil  settlement, 
frost  protection,  and  ground  water  disruption  are 
included  as  well. 


5 .   Construction  Impacts 

32  Garrison  Street  is  located  at  the  end  of  a  dead 
end  street,  and  to  the  rears  of  the  Follen  Street 
residences  and  #70  St.  Botolph  Street,  an  elderly 
housing  complex.  A  new  development  is  currently  in 
progress  at  30  Garrison  Street.  The  Southernmost 
portion  of  the  site  is  bordered  by  the  Southwest 
Corridor . 
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The  site  Is  not  located  on  any  through  street  which 
has  a  significant  amount  of  traffic,  either 
pedestrian  or  vehicular.  Trips  to  and  from  the 
site  by  construction  related  vehicles  is  expected 
to  cause  minimal  disruption  to  the  abutters  of  this 
proj  ec t  . 

The  developer  has  agreed  to  work  closely  with  the 
neighborhood,  apprising  residents  of  ongoing 
construction  activities,  and  potential  noise  and 
vibration  impact. 

A  full  21E  hazardous  waste  study  has  been 
initiated.  There  is  evidence  of  asbestos  in  the 
basement  of  the  existing  building.  There  are  2-3 
underground  storage  tanks  on  the  site,  both  of 
which  will  be  removed  in  full  compliance  with 
regulations  controlling  the  disposal  of  hazardous 
wastes  on  the  site,  after  demolition  of  the 
existing  warehouse.  Appropriate  measures  will  be 
taken  to  contain  fugitive  air  pollutant  parcels 
during  all  phases  of  hazardous  waste  removal. 

All  testing  and  measuring  of  air  pollutants  and 
emissions,  water  consumption,  sewage  generation  and 
storm  water  discharge  will  be  undertaken  as 
required  by  appropriate  city  and  state  regulatory 
agencies . 

Our  goal  is  to  have  the  garage  operational  by  the 
end  of  six  months,  at  which  point  this  facility 
will  be  used  for  parking  construction  vehicles  and 
for  storing  construction  materials. 

An  on  site  project  superintendent  will  be  officing  at 
the  site  for  the  duration  of  construction  and  will  handle  the 
day  by  day  coordination  of  all  construction  activities. 


There 

is   virtually 

no   through 

traffic  on  the  alle 

yway 

behind   the 

Follen  Street 

res  idences  or 

public  a 

lley  (KASA. 

As 

necessary , 

construction 

vehicles  vill 

use  this 

space  outside 

the   property   line,   thou 

igh   we  expect 

that  use 

to  be  lim 

ited 

primarily 

to  the  four  to 

six  month  per 

iod  where 

the  garag 

e  Is 

being   constructed.     Aft 

er  that  time 

the  parki 

ng  garage 

area 

will   be   available   for 

cons  t rue tion 

staging 

and  s  tor ag 

e  of 

equipment 

and   vehicles  . 

At   this 

time   and 

through 

the 

following 

twelve   month 

construction 

period  , 

we  expect 

that 

there   will 

be  minimal  nee 

id  for  space  outside  th 

e  cons  true  tion 

barricade . 

Deliveries 

outside   this   barri 

cade   will 

be 

governed  by 

additional  daily  permit. 

A  detailed  construction  management  plan  will  be  agreed 
upon  by  the  developer  and  The  Boston  Transportation 
Department.  Coordination  of  construction  schedule,  truck 
routing  and  staging  area  will  be  undertaken  once  final 
construction  schedules  have  been  established. 
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CONSTRUCTION  DUST  AND  MITIGATION  MEASURES 


The  potential  for  dust  generation  will  be  limited  to  the 
demolition  phase  (approximately  two  months).  Since  the  new 
construction  will  be  property  line  to  property  line,  no  open 
land  areas  will  be  exposed  to  conditions  which  would  generate 
dust  of  any  significance.  The  construction  site  will  be  kept 
clean  and  only  minimal  dust  will  be  raised  in  general 
construction  cleanup.  The  entire  site  will  be  watered  down 
as  appropriate  to  mitigate  airborne  dust. 


POTENTIAL  TRASH  GENERATION  AND  PLANS  FOR  DISPOSAL 


Trash  generated  by  the  construction  will  be  confined  to 
dumpsters  and  removed  as  neccessary.  Trash  generated  once 
the  building  is  occupied  will  be  gathered  in  an  internal, 
centralized  trash  room,  located  below  grade,  and  disposed  of 
by  private  trash  service.  No  trash  will  be  left  for 
collection  on  or  near  the  street.  Prior  experience  would 
suggest  that  this  building  would  generate  four  to  five  cubic 
yards  of  trash  daily  which  would  require  trash  removal 
approximately  three  times  a  week. 


UTILITY  SYSTEMS  ANALYSIS  (Including  Air  Qual i t y /Exhaus t ) 


SEWAGE  AND  WATER 

Anticipated  daily  sewage/water  consumption  =  16,390 
gallons . 

Coordination  with  Boston  Water  and  Sewer  Commission  was 
initiated  in  November,  1987  when  a  full  water  flow  test  was 
applied  for.  Boston  Water  and  Sewer  completed  testing  in 
December,  1987,  from  which  information  full  drawings  and 
plans  establishing  connections  to  water,  sewer  and  drain 
facilities  have  been  completed. 

Shooshanlan  Engineer  Associates  of  Boston,  Mass.  has 
been  working  with  the  Boston  Water  and  Sewer  Commission. 
Once  final  drawings  are  submitted  and  approved,  a  full  sewer 
extension  permit  will  be  filed.  It  is  expected  to  be  filed 
in  March,  1988. 
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ELECTRICITY 

Vincent  di  lorio,  Inc.,  electrical  engineering 
consultants  for  Renaissance  Properties,  has  been  coordinating 
the  electrical  systems  with  Boston  Edison  Co.  Jointly,  a 
determination  of  electrical  usage  was  made,  and  a  transformer 
size  was  agreed  upon  with  a  maximum  system  capacity  of  900 
KW.  According  to  Boston  Edison,  this  number  is  based  on  a 
demand  factor  of  approximately  21  ki Iowa t t s /uni t ,  downsized 
to  reflect  simultaneity  of  use.  Full  drawings  and 
specifications  have  been  forwarded  to  Boston  Edison  as  of 
January  15,  1988,  and  are  awaiting  their  final  review. 

Full  agreement  is  expected  to  be  reached  this  week. 

OTHER  ENERGY  REQUIREMENTS 

Natural  gas  will  be  used  for  domestic  hot  water  use  and 
make  up  air  in  the  corridor  ventilation  system.  Precise 
usage  calibration  is  unknown  at  this  time,  as  unit 
specifications  have  not  been  finalized.  Initial  projections 
specify  500  cubic  feet/hour  for  residential  units  and  240 
cubic  feet/hour  for  corridor  ventilation.  Environmental 
Design  Engineers  of  Boston  has  been  working  with  Boston  Gas 
Co.  and  will  forward  full  plans  to  them  showing  the  proposed 
location  of  the  gas  meter  when  completed. 

EXHAUST  SYSTEM  AND  AIR  QUALITY  CONTROL 

The  air  quality  levels  in  the  garage  facility  will  be 
continuously  monitored  by  a  comprehensive  exhaust  system 
controlled  by  a  carbon  monoxide  detector.  The  exhaust  will 
be  vented  through  the  roof  in  accordance  with  all  building 
code  requirements. 

Within  the  garage  itself,  motor  vehicle  emissions  of 
carbon  monoxide  will  be  strictly  monitored  by  a  sensor 
activated  exhaust  system.  When  pollutant  emission  in  the 
form  of  carbon  monoxide  attains  a  level  of  50  parts  per 
million  within  the  below-grade  structure,  a  sensor  will 
activate,  and  the  exhaust  fan  will  be  engaged.  The  fan  will 
operate  at  the  rate  of  six  complete  air  changes  per  hour  or, 
21,000  cubic  feet  per  minute  (CFM.). 
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As  this  is  a  parking  facility  designed  to  accommodate 
the  needs  of  building  residents,  the  total  number  of  motor 
vehicle  trips  in  and  out  of  the  facility  will  be  of  a  limited 
nature  (See  Transportation  Study).  As  the  traffic  impact 
plan  illustrates,  the  total  number  of  vehicle  trips  per  diem 
is  well  below  the  cut-off  point  at  which  the  Mass. 
Environmental  Protection  Act  (MEPA)  considers  to  be  a 
significant  additional  source  of  pollution.  Discussions  with 
the  Department  of  Environmental  Quality  Engineering  have 
conf i  rmed  t his  . 

As  such  we  do  not  believe  that  peak  carbon  monoxide 
concentrations  emitted  in  the  St.  Botolph  area  will  have  a 
significant  negative  effect  on  ambient  air  quality  for  carbon 
monoxide . 
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IV.  hEIGEBCRHXD  AND  (XMVUNITy  REVIEW 
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NEIGHBORHOOD  AND  COMMUNITY  REVIEW 


A.   Introduction 


We   have  received  singularly  positive  feedback  from  the 

community  regarding   our   proposed   development   at  32 

Garrison  Street.  We  attribute  this  to  several  key 
factors : 

-The  removal  of  an  unsightly  neighborhood  blight,  out 
of  scale  and  character  with  surrounding  neighborhood 
structures. 

-Renaissance's  reputation  as  an  outstanding  developer 
of  architecturally  distinctive  residential  complexes. 

-Renaissance's  proven  track  record  in  working  closely 
with  the  neighborhood  as  the  developemnt  process 
unfolds . 

-The  particular  design  of  this  development,  which  is 
extremely  detailed,  architecturally  exciting,  and 
appropriate  in  massing  and  scale  to  this  site. 


B.  A   documentation   of   formal  neighborhood  meetings 
follows. 

C.  Public  Benefits 

1.  Generation  of  150-200  construction  and  construction 
related  jobs  in  full  compliance  with  the  City  of 
Boston  EEO  Guidelines. 

2.  Removal  of  an  unsightly  neighborhood  blight. 

3.  An  increase  in  tax  revenues  from  zero  (the  amount 
currently  paid  by  the  First  Church  of  Christ, 
Scientist)  to  up  to  $A-5  million  annually,  based  on 
final  assessments  of  individual  condominiums. 

4.  The  creation  of  affordable  housing  units  equivalent 
to  20%  of  the  total  off-site,  as  per  agreement  with 
the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority. 

5.  An  increase  in  the  housing  stock  in  the  City, 
creating  home  ownership  opportunities. 
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B .   Documentation  of  Neighborhood  Meetings 

32  Garrison  Street  Preliminary  Meetings 
Wednesday,  September  9,  1987 
Abutters  meeting/St.  Botolph  Neighborhood  membership* 

I 

Tuesday,  September  15,  1987 

General   meeting/St.   Botolph   neighborhood   Association,  at 
which  full  approval  was  granted 


Both  meetings  were  preceded  by  informal  meetings  with 
abutters.  Board  members,  and  the  Design  Subcommittee  of  the 
St.  Botolph  Street  Neighborhood  Association,  at  which 
preliminary  schematics  and  sun/shadow  studies  were 
presented.  The  Board  unanimously  recommended  approval  to 
the  general  membership. 

Tuesday,  September  15,  1987 

The  St.  Botolph  Architectural  Commission  granted  unanimous 
approval  for  our  application  to  demolish  the  existing 
on-site  warehouse. 


Ongoing  design  review  meetings  have  been  underway  between 
Renaissance  Properties,  Notter,  Finegold  &  Alexander  (the 
architects),  the  Landmarks  Commission,  and  the 
owne r s / arc  hi t ec t s  of  the  adjacent  development  at  30 
Garrison  Street. 


Botolph  Street  Neighborhood  Association: 

by  Smith,  President 
St.  Botolph  Street 
ton,  MA   02116 
7)437-7700  (work) 
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V.  HISTORICAL  RESOURCES 
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V.   HISTORICAL  RESOURCES 


A.   Introduction 


As  previously  discussed,  the  existing  warehouse  at  32 
Garrison  Street  was  deemed  to  not  be  a  Landmark 
structure  of  significance  by  the  Boston  Landmarks 
Commission.  Full  approval  was  received  for  its 
demolition. 

The  proposed  site  lies  within  the  St.  Botolph  Area 
Architectural  District.  We  have  been  working  closely 
with  the  staff  of  that  commission  to  ensure  that  the 
scale,  massing  and  character  of  this  development  are 
consistent  with  structures  typical  of  this 
neighborhood,  and  compatible  with  historical  design 
guildelines.  Lead  architect  for  the  development  will 
be  James  Alexander  of  Notter,  Finegold  &  Alexander. 
Mr.  Alexander  is  the  former  Chairman  of  both  the  South 
End  Historical  Society  and  the  Boston  Landmarks 
Commi  s  s  ion . 

The  pedestrian  arcade,  which  connects  Holyoke  Street  in 
the  South  End  with  Garrison  Street  in  the  Back  Bay,  is 
anchored  at  each  end  by  well  articulated  towers 
reminiscent  of  the  slightly  medieval  turrets  which  line 
St.  Botolph  Street  and  the  adjacent  streets.  As  the 
following  historical  overview  relates,  this  connection 
is  appropriate  from  an  urban  planning,  design,  and 
historical  standpoint.  Traditional  brick,  stone,  and 
cast  iron  will  be  extensively  used  throughout  the 
developraen  t . 
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B.   HISTORICAL  RESOURCE S / LANDMARKS 


Renaissance  P 

roperties  has  been  meeting  regularly  with 

the  Landmarks 

Commission  since  August,  1987  on  the 

design  of  this  building.   In  July,  Renaissance 

submi  t  ted  an 

application  for  Certificate  of  Design 

Approval  for 

the  demolition  of  the  existing  warehouse 

at  the  site. 

Approval  of  demolition  was  voted  on 

September  1 6 , 

1987.   All  concerns  relating  to  the 

design  of  this  building  which  were  raised  by  the 

Landmarks  Commission  have  been  adequately  addressed. 

In  fact,  the 

primary  reason  for  the  number  of  design 

sessions  we  did  have  with  Landmarks  was  to  coordinate 

the  landscapi 

ng  and  exterior  detailing  of  the  adjacent 

project  to  32 

Garrison  Street  (30  Garrison  Street, 

presently  und 

er  construction)  to  more  closely  resemble 

that  of  our  d 

evelopment,  with  which  Landmarks  was  very 

pleased .   We 

have  not  received  Landmarks  design 

approval  for 

this  building,  as  the  Landmarks  Commission 

wi 1 1  not  meet 

for  formal  review  until  zoning  relief  has 

been  granted 

to  the  project  from  the  Zoning  Board  of 

Appeals  .   Our 

present  expectation  is  that  we  will  go 

before  the  Zoning  Board  in  the  third  week  in  February, 

at  which  point  formal  application  for  a  date  for 

Landmarks  review  will  be  filed. 

Following  please  find  additional  documentation, 
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Renaissance  Properties 
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July  27,  1987 


Mr.  Steve  Jerome 

Boston  Landmarks 

One  City  Hall  Plaza,  8th  Floor 

Boston,  KA 

Dear  Steve: 

Enclosed  please  find  our  application  for  Certificate 
of  Design  Approval  for  the  demolition  of  the  existing 
warehouse  at  32  Garrison  Street  in  Boston.  The  32  Garrison 
Street  site  includes  29,368  square  feet  of  land  on  which  we 
Intend  to  construct  approximately  75  residential  units. 

The  architectural  firm  of  Notter,  Finegold  & 
Alexander  has  completed  preliminary  schematics  for  the 
proposed  development.  Perspective  renderings  and 
elevations  have  been  presented  to  the  St.  Botolph  Civic 
Association.  The  project  has  been  endorsed  by  its  Board  of 
Directors,  who  will  bring  it  before  the  general  membership 
this  week. 

We  are  planning  to  file  a  building  permit 
application  in  September,  and  begin  construction  in 
January/February  of  1988. 

I  have  enclosed  a  check  in  the  amount  of  $50.00, 
made  out  to  The  City  of  Boston.  If  you  have  any  questions, 
or  require  additional  information,  please  give  me  a  call. 


Yours  truly. 


Elizabeth  H.  McLoughlin 


EHM/ad 
enclosure 


City  of  Boston 

lie  Enviroiiinciil 

Department 

InnOl)  Hall/RixiinKn.'i 

jn.Mii»achu>cllsO::OI 

(6I7172.VW50 


BOSTON  LANDMARKS  COMMISSION 

(ST.  BOTOLPH  AREA 

ARCHITECTURAL  CONSERVATION  DISTRICT) 

APPLICATION  FOR 

CERTIFICATE  OF  DESIGN  APPROVAL  OREXEMPTION 

Application  is  hereby  made  for  a  Certificate  under    • 
Sections  6,  7  and  8  of  the  General  Laws,  Chapter 
772of  the  Acts  of  1975.  as  amended.    •...■■ 


FOR  OFFICE  USE  ONLY 


Application  No. 

Received By . 

Fee Paid 

Application  Accepted , 
For  Hearing  On 


Application  Returned , 


SEE  INSTRUCTIONS  ON  REVERSE  SIDE  -  TYPE  ORBLOCk  PRINT 


ODRESS        32  Garrison  Street 


WARD 


•VME  (Bu.sincvs or  I'ropert\) , 


f'PLICANT   Renaissance  Properties.    Inc. 


PHn\T     536-2700 


Address     321  Colunbus  Avenue 


Boston f   N1^ 


ZIP  CODE  _02116_ 


i^OPERTY  OWNER*      32  Garrison  Realty  Trust 

I  Address       321  Columbus  Avenue Boston,  M^ 


PHn\F    536-2700 


ZIP  CODE  __02n6_ 


RCHITECT      Notter.   Finecold  &  Alexander 


PHONE     227-9272 


Address      77  N.  Washington  Street         Boston.  MA 


ZIP  CODE  __02111 


ONTHACTOR    Renaissance  Properties.    Inc. 

Address       321  Colurbus  Avenue  Boston.  MA 


PHn\F     536-2700 


ZIP  CODE  _JI211£_ 


:iIEF  DESCRIPTION  OF  ALL  PROPOSED  WORK  (including  repairs,  exterior  painting  and  signs). 

Denxjlition  of  existing  warehouse  in  order  to  clear  site  for  construction 
of  approximately  75  residential  units.  ,  ■  '   ■" 


nOPOSED  WORK  WILL  BE  REVIEWED  FOR  CONFORMANCE  WITH  PUBLISHED  C.UIDELINES  FOR  THE  AREA 


anvincreas(^in. square  footage,  height,  or  enclosed  space -including  garages -is  proposed  or  if  any  change  in  use  of  occupanc) 
required,  certification  is  hereby  made  that  a  ZONING  VARIANCE  has  beenissued  by  the  Board  of  Appeal  or  that  these  itcmi 

ill  be  heard  before  the  Board  of  Appeal  on ■  The  Commission  will,  not  hold  a  hearing  on  the  Application 

iforethat  date.  ■  ~^> 


OCUMENTATION  ATTACHED  (.see  instructions) 

D  Photo^riiplis 

.    D  Materia!  or  Color  Samples    . 

D  Manufacturer's  Illustration 

.    D  Plans,  Elevations  &  Sections 

D  Shop  drawing{s) 

D  Site  or  Plot  Plan 

.     D  Other 


Owner* 

*If  this  is  a  condominium,  the  Chairma 


LE  DRAWINGS  AND  PHOTOGRAPHS  OF  EXISTING  CONDITIONS  AND  ALL  PROPOSED  WORK  MUST  BE 
PLIED  BY  THE  APPLICANT.  INSUFFICIENT  DOCUMENTATION  AND  INCOMPLETE  APPLICATIONS  WILL  BE 


City  of  Boston 

rhe  Environment 

Department 

Raymond  L.  Flynn 
Mayor 


10  Novenber   1987 
CERTIFIED  MAIL 


Mr.  Michael  Leabman 

Renaissance   Properties 

321   Columbus   Avenue 

Boston,   Massachusetts      02116-511A 


ST.    BCTOLPH   AP.EA  AP.CHITECTURAL 
CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 


jrraineM. Downey     NOTICE _ OF  DECISION 
Director     Application    #87.6 

32   GARRISON   STREET 


CERTIFICATE   OF  EXEMPTION 


ion  City  Hall/Room  805 
on.  Miiuchusciis  02201 
^/725-44l6  Of  725-3850 


Dear  Mr.  Leabman: 

At  a  meeting  held  in  Boston  City  Hall  on  16  September  1987,  the  St. 
Botolph  Area  Architectural  Conservation  Conmisslon  reviewed  and  voted  to 
approve  your  application  for  a  Certificate  of  Exemption  for  the  proposed 
demolition  of  a  three  story  warehouse  building  at  32  Garrison  Street. 

In  its  decision,  the  commission  determined  that  the  undistinguished 
early  20th  century  design  of  the  warehouse  contributed  little  to  the 
architectural  character  of  the  district,  and  its  removal  shall  enable 
the  clearance  of  the  site  for  proposed  replacement  buildings  which  are 
more  compatible  with  Victorian  architecture.  A  full  presentation  of 
this  proposal  shall  be  submitted  to  the  full  commission  for  review  and 
approval  following  the  conclusion  of  all  outstanding  zoning  issues. 

The  commission  recognized  that  the  elevations  open  to  view  from  Garrison 
Street,  from  St.  Botolph  Street,  and  from  Harcourt  Street  are  within  Its 
jurisdiction  (under  the  provisions  of  Chapter  772  of  the  Acts  of  1975, 
as  amended). 

Please  contact  the  staff  architect,  Michael  Cannizzo,  to  continue  with 
the  review  of  this  project. 

Respectfully, 

^.fW^m^ — - 


Stephen  Jerome 
Executive  Secretary 

cc:    Notter,  Finegold  &  Alexander 

COMMISSION  VC'tE  OK  APPLICATION  67.6 

32  Garrison  Street 

Motion  by  Weatherbie ;  Second  by  Doyle 

AFFIRMATI\T;:  Ueatherbie,  Doyle 

NEGATIVE:   (None)  ' 

Atr  FoUu(ioB.OinY«4.  Bojion  An,  BicX  Bay  Archiieciuril,  Bacon  HUl  Architeaural,  Boston  Undmirks  ind  the  Conjtn-auon  CommUiioiu 


rr^^n:^ 


APPLICATION 

CERTIFICATE  OF  APPROPRIATENESS  -  OR 

DESIGN  APPROVAL  -  OR  -  EXEMPTION 


■  of  Boston      Boslon  Cil)  Ilall/Room  805 
vironmcnt      Boston,  Mas^chusellj  02201 

epartment     6i7n25-3850 


For  Office  Use  Only 


APPLICATION  NO. 
HEARING  DATE;  _ 
EXTENSION; 


DATE  RECEIVED; 


DISTRICT 


ADDRESS     32  Garrison  Street  Ptealty  Trust 


WARD. 


NAME  (BUSINESS  OR  PROPERTY; 


APPLICANT      Renaissance  Properties,    Ins. 

ADDRESS  321  Columbus  Avenue Boston,  ^'y\. 

PROPERTY  OWNER       32  Garrison  Realty  Trust 

ADDRESS 321  Colirribus  Avenue Boston,  M\ 

ARCHITECT         Notter,   Finegold  &  Alexander 

ADDRESS 77  North  Washington  Street         Boston,  MA. 

CONTRACTOR      Renaissance  Properties 

ADDRESS 321  Columbus  Avenue 


536-2700 


PHONE: 

ZIP  CODE     02116 

PHONE 


536-2700 


ZIP  CODE  _02116__ 
PHONE-         227-9272 


ZIP  CODE      02114 
PHONE 


536-2700 


Boston,  MA. 


ZIPCODE      02116 


PROPOSED  WORK  WILL  BE  FOR: 


_XNew  Construction 

Demolition 

Addition 

Repair 

Excavation/Area  Way 


Replacement 

Cleaning 

Painting 

_OTHER: 


IV.     WORK  ITEMS: 

Storefront 

Masonry 

Roof 

Windows 

Doors 


Ironwork  Mechanicals 

Landscaping      Deck/Balcony 

Signage  Cutter  System 

Lighting  Fencing 

OTHER: 


DESCRIPTION  OF  PROPOSED  WORK:  (This  description  provides  the  basis  for  the  official  notice  and  subsequent  decision, 
and  it  must  clearly  represent  the  entirety  of  the  project.  Use  additional  pages  if  necessar.'.) 

Proposed  work  includes  new  construction  of  74  residential  imits  conprising 
89,000  square  feet,  with  one  full   level  of  below  grade  parking.     The  develop- 
ment will  be  5  story  brick  surrounding  a  central,    landscaped  courtyard,  with 
traditional  Victorian  detailing  throughout. 


DOCUMENTATION  SUBMITTED:  (Incomplete  applications  will  be  returned. 


Photographs  (with  identifying  labels) 

Block  plan 

Site  plan 

Building  plans,  elevations,  sections 


Shop  drawings,  sketches 

Manufacturer's  literature,  specifications 

Material-'color  samples 


SIGNATURES  (BOTH  REQUIRED) 
Applicant: 


Owner': 


'(l(  building  is  a  condominium  or  cooperative,  the  chairman  must  sign.) 


••^g)*,; 


C .   Historical  Overview 

The  following  is  an  excerpt  from  the  A. I. A.  Guide  to 
Bos  ton ,  Southworth,  S.&  M.,  Globe  Pequot  Press, 
Chester,  CT,  198A: 


St.  Botolph  Street  was  named  for  the  sainted  monk  for 

whom  Boston,  England  (a  contraction  of  "St.  Botolph's 

town")  was  named.   During  the  filling  of  the  Back  Bay 

from  1857  until  1882,  the  triangular  area  surrounded  by 

the  Boston-Albany  railroad  tracks  on  the  north,  the 

Boston-Providence  on  the  south,  and  Massachusetts 

Avenue  on  the  west  remained  unfilled.   In  1871  the  land 

was  sold  to  the  Huntington  Avenue  Land  Trustees,  who 

subdivided  it  into  lots  and  sold  them  at  auction. 

Speculative  builders  began  building  houses  there  in  the 

1880s,  near  the  Massachusetts  Avenue  end  of  the 

triangle.   The  early  brick  row  houses  were 

single-family  dwellings,  but  by  the  1890s  they  were 

mainly  four-family  flats. 

From  the  beginning  the  area  has  had  a  somewhat  Bohemian 

atmosphere  because  of  the  artists,  writers,  and 

musicians  who  were  attracted  there.   Among  the  artists 

and  writers  who  have  lived  or  worked  in  the  area  were 

sculptor  Bela  L.  Pratt,  poet  Edwin  Arlington  Robinson, 

and  writer  Phillip  Henry  Savage.   A  painting  of  the 

street,  "Noontime,  St.  Botolph,"  by  the  New  York 

painter  George  Banjamin  Luks  (known  as  "Lusty  Luks"  for 

his  earthy  subjects)  hangs  in  the  Museum  of  Fine  Arts. 

As  described  in  the  Museum's  slide  catalogue, 

"Ochre-brown  and  red-brick  houses  with  their  purple  and 

white  striped  blinds  are  steaked  with  purple  shadows. 

An  ice  man,  in  yellow,  walks  in  the  pink  and  yellow 

street  beside  green  grass." 

Harcourt  Street  was  and  still  is  the  location  of  the 

Harcourt  Bindery  (9-11  Harcourt),  which  practices  the 

art  of  hand  binding  of  books.   Also  on  Harcourt  Street 

is  the  stained-glass  studio  of  master  craftsman  Charles 

Connick,  now  operated  by  his  successors.   Since  its 

founding  in  1912  the  studio  has  made  about  40,000 

stained-glass  windows,  mainly  religious,  including 

those  for  St.  Patrick's  and  St.  John  the  Divine  in  New 

York.   Connick's  book  "Adventures  in  Light"  was  praised 

by  architects  and  critics  both  in  Europe  and  America. 

Following  Connick's  lead,  another  stained-glass  shop. 

the  John  Terrance  O'Duggan  Studio,  opened  in  1935  in  a 

house  at  116  St.  Botolph  Street  and  continues  today. 
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Throughout  its  history  '  and  up  to  the  present  time  the 
area  has  had  an  interesting  raixed-use  character 
combining  residences  and  businesses,  a  series  of 
schools,  and  light  industry.  The  railroad-track 
barriers  kept  it  separated  from  the  Back  Bay  until  the 
development  of  the  Prudential  Center.  Thus  its 
orientation  was  toward  Massachusetts  Avenue  and,  over 
several  bridges,  to  the  South  End.  The  redeveloped 
Southwest  Corridor  will  further  reduce  the  barriers 
between  the  South  End  and  the  St.  Botolph  neighborhood. 
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^I .  REGULATORY  OONTRDLS  &  PERMITS 
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VI.   REGULATORY  CONTROLS  &  PERMITS 

A.   Zoning  Relief  Requested 

Zoning  Appeal,  filed  November  9,  1987,  follows 
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(This  form  ■lasi  be  nied  in  quadruplicjte  *ith  the  Inspectionai  services  uivision  oi  mc  v.ii>  u.  ocsian    i  nis  lor-n  musi  use  ae 
completed  and  signed  by  the  property  owner  or  by  an  authorized  agent    Pleaie  attach  the  appropnaie  auihoruation  ) 


APPEAL 

under  Boston  Zoning  Code 

BOSTONIA. 
>   OMrtAAA   , 

Boston.    Massachusetts.  November    9, ,^7     . 

To  the  Board  of  Appeal  in  the  Inspectionai  Sei^ices  Department  of  the  City  of  Boston; 

The  undersigned,  being. .  .the.  .QVJier 

The  ownens)  or  luthonied  agent 

Of  the  lot  at. . .  .32  .Garrison  .  Street,.  Boston  .4 

number  >"«.  »«nl  disinci 

hereby  appeal(s)  under  St.  1956.  c.  665,  s.8.  to  the  Board  of  Appeal  in  the  Inspectionai  Services  Depanment  of  the 
City  of  Boston  the  action  uken  by  the  Inspectionai  Services  Commissioner  as  outlined  in  the  attached  refusal  letter. 


Please  set  forth  in  detail  what  is  sought  by  this  appeal  and  the  reasons  therefor.  Refer  to  instrtictions. 


PART  I  -  PURPOSE  OF  APPEAL 

Michael  A.  Leabman,  as  Trustee  of  32  Garrison  Street  Realty 
Trust  (the  "Appellant")  filed  Building  Permit  Application 
No.  1068  on  September  10,  1987  seeking  permission  to  demolish  an 
existing  storage  building  located  on  property  Appellant  owns  at 
32  Garrison  Street  (the  "Property"),  and  to  construct  a  new  five 
story  apartment  building  with  a  one  level  basement  garage  (the 
"Building").   The  proposed  Building  will  contain  74  dwelling 
units  and  the  garage  will  contain  spaces  for  74  cars.   The 
Property  is  located  within  an  H-2-45  Zoning  District,  a 
Restricted  Parking  Overlay  District,  Subsection  D  of  the 
Downtown  Interim  Planning  Overlay  District  ("Downtown  IPOD"),  a 
Restricted  Roof  Overlay  District,  a  Density  Limitation  Overlay 
District,  and  an  Institutional  Overlay  District. 

Continued  on  Next  Page 
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Part  I  --  Purpose  of  Appeal 


On  November  9,  1987  the  Inspectional  Services  Department 
issued  a  letter  denying  Appellant's  application  to  construct  the 
Building  on  the  Property.   The  Inspectional  Services  Department 
letter  of  denial  cited  eleven  violations  of  the  Boston  Zoning 
Code  (the  "Zoning  Code"): 

Section  15-1  Floor  area  is  excessive. 

Section  16-1  Height  of  building  is  excessive. 

Section  16-8  Restricted  roof  structure  district. 

Section  17-1  Usable  open  space  is  insufficient. 

Section  18-1  Front  yard  is  insufficient. 

Section  19-1  Side  yard  is  insufficient. 

Section  20-4  Rear  yard  is  insufficient. 

Section  21-1  Set  back  of  parapet  is  insufficient. 

Article  27D,  Interim  Planning  Overlay  District. 

Section  27D-7 

Section  23-9  Size  of  spaces  and  maneuverability. 

Section  20-3  Projections  in  rear  yard. 

The  Appellant  hereby  appeals  from  the  denial,  requesting 
that  the  Board  grant  variances  from  the  provisions  of  §§15-1, 
16-1,  17-1,  18-1,  19-1,  20-3,  20-4,  21-1,  23-9,  and  27D-7. 
Appellant  also  requests  interpretations  of  the  Zoning  Code  with 
regard  to  §§23-9,  and  27D-7,  an  interim  planning  permit  pursuant 
to  Article  27D,  and  a  conditional  use  permit  pursuant  to  §16-8. 

PART  II  -  REASONS  FOR  APPEAL 

Appellant  brings  this  appeal  in  order  to  provide  74  much 
needed  new  residential  units  in  the  St.  Botolph  area  of  Boston. 
The  zoning  relief  requested  herein  is  needed  in  order  to  provide 
dwelling  units  of  a  marketable  size  and  cost  in  a  building  which 
will  be  an  attractive  and  valuable  asset  to  the  neighborhood. 

A  variance  is  requested  from  §15-1,  which  requires  a  maxi- 
mum floor  area  ratio  of  2.00  in  an  H-2-45  district,  to  allow  the 
Building  to  have  a  floor  area  ratio  of  3.05. 

A  variance  is  requested  from  §16-1,  which  requires  a  maxi- 
mum building  height  of  45  feet  in  an  H-2-45  district,  to  allow 
the  Building  to  have  a  maximum  height  of  69  feet. 

A  variance  is  requested  from  §17-1,  which  requires  minimum 
usable  open  space  of  150  square  feet  per  dwelling  unit  in  an 
H-2-45  district  for  a  total  of  11,100  square  feet  for  74  units. 
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The  proposed  plans  provide  a  total  of  8,830  square  feet  of 
usable  open  space  on  the  Property  which  equals  117  square  feet 
per  dwelling  unit. 

A  variance  is  requested  from  §18-1,  which  requires  a  mini- 
mum front  yard  depth  of  20  feet,  to  allow  the  depth  of  the  front 
yard  to  be  0  feet. 

A  variance  is  requested  from  §19-1,  which  requires  a  mini- 
mum side  yard  of  "17.8  feet  along  the  west  lot  line,  and  a  mini- 
mum side  yard  width  of  18  feet  along  the  east  lot  line.   The 
side  yard  width  to  be  provided  along  the  west  lot  line  is 
3.0  feet,  and  the  side  yard  width  to  be  provided  along  the  east 
lot  line  is  0  feet. 

A  variance  is  requested  from  §20-3,  which  prohibits  projec- 
tions within  10  feet  of  the  rear  lot  line.   The  proposed  build- 
ing extends  at  ground  level  to  within  0.0  feet  of  the  rear  lot 
line,  and  portions  of  the  Building  at  upper  levels  project  with- 
in 10  feet  of  the  rear  lot  line. 

A  variance  is  requested  from  §20-4,  which  requires  that  in 
an  H  district  a  lot  with  no  side  yard  shall  have  a  rear  yard  at 
least  30  feet  deep.  Since  the  proposed  side  yard  depth  along 
the  east  lot  line  is  0  feet,  the  §20-4  rear  yard  depth  require- 
ment of  30  feet  applies  to  the  Property  rather  than  the  minimum 
rear  yard  depth  requirement  of  18.75  feet  as  calculated  accord- 
ing to  §20-1  of  the  Zoning  Code.  A  rear  yard  depth  of  0  feet  is 
proposed  for  the  Property. 

A  variance  is  requested  from  §21-1  which  requires  minimum 
setbacks  of  parapets  from  each  lot  line.   The  minimum  required 
and  proposed  setbacks  of  parapets  for  each  elevation  on  the 
Property  are  as  follows: 

Requi  red        Proposed 

North  elevation  (front)     36.71  feet       0.0  feet 
(Alley  No.  454  and 
Garrison  Street) 

West  elevation  (side)      33.88  feet       3.0  feet 

East  elevation  (side)      34.42  feet       0.0  feet 

South  elevation  (rear)     36.91  feet       0.0  feet 

A  variance  is  requested  from  §23-9,  with  respect  to  its 
requirement  that  off-street  parking  facilities  provided  to 
comply  with  the  Zoning  Code  have  sufficient  maneuvering  and  ac- 
cess areas.   This  variance  is  required  because  not  all  of  the 
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maneuvering  and  access  areas  to  be  provided  conform  to  the 
standard  generally  required  by  the  Inspectional  Services 
Department  under  §23-9. 

The  denial  letter  issued  by  the  Inspectional  Services 
Department  also  cited  a  violation  with  respect  to  §23-9  with 
respect  to  the  size  of  parking  spaces.   §23-9  requires  parking 
spaces  provided  to  comply  with  the  Zoning  Code  each  be  at  least 
8.5  feet  in  width  and  20  feet  in  depth  exclusive  of  maneuvering 
and  access  drives.   The  Building  plans  provide  for  74  parking 
spaces,  only  52  of  which  are  required  to  comply  with  the  Zoning 
Code  parking  requirements  (74  dwelling  units  x  .7  as  specified 
in  §23-1).   55  of  the  proposed  parking  spaces  will  comply  with 
the  required  8.5  by  20  foot  dimensions.   However,  the  additional 
spaces,  which  are  not  required  to  meet  the  Zoning  Code  off- 
street  parking  requirements,  do  not  comply  with  the  parking 
space  dimensional  requirements  of  §23-9.   18  parking  spaces  will 
be  7.5  by  16  feet,  and  2  spaces  will  be  configured  as  a  "tandem" 
space,  meaning  that  one  space  will  only  be  accessible  if  the 
space  next  to  it  is  vacant.   Appellant  requests  an  interpreta- 
tion from  the  Board  that  a  variance  from  the  §23-9  parking  space 
size  requirement  is  not  required  with  respect  to  the  20  parking 
spaces  which  will  not  have  minimum  dimensions  of  8.5  by  20  feet 
exclusive  of  maneuvering  and  access  areas,  as  these  spaces  are 
not  "off-street  parking  facilities  provided  to  comply  with  .  .  . 
Article  [23  of  the  Zoning  Code]."   In  the  alternative,  if  the 
Board  finds  a  variance  is  required.  Appellant  requests  that  a 
variance  be  granted  allowing  20  parking  spaces  to  be  smaller 
than  the  minimum  dimensions  specified  in  §23-9. 

Appellant  also  requests  an  interpretation  of  the  Zoning 
Code  from  the  Board  with  respect  to  Article  27,  27D-7.   This 
section  requires  that  in  Subsection  D  of  the  Downtown  IPOD  the 
provisions  of  the  Downtown  IPOD  shall  supercede  the  underlying 
zoning  requirements,  except  with  respect  to  building  height  and 
floor  area  ratio  ("FAR")  standards,  in  which  case  the  more 
restrictive  provisions  shall  govern.   The  Downtown  IPOD  As-Of- 
Right  Height  and  FAR  requirements  are  65  feet  and  4.00  respec- 
tively.  The  underlying  H-2-45  requirements  of  45  feet  and  2.00 
are  more  restrictive  and  thus  they  apply.   As  set  forth  above. 
Appellant  requests  variances  from  §16-1  and  §15-1  allowing  a 
maximum  building  height  of  69  feet  and  an  FAR  of  2.95.   If  such 
variances  are  granted  by  the  Board,  the  Property  will  be  in  com- 
pliance with  the  underlying  zoning,  as  varied  by  the  Board's 
decision  in  this  case.   Accordingly,  Appellant  requests  an 
interpretation  from  the  Board  that  no  variance  is  required  with 
respect  to  §27D-7  because  this  section  will  not  be  violated  by 
the  Building  and  the  Property.   In  the  alternative,  if  the  Board 
finds  such  variance  is  required.  Appellant  requests  that  a  vari- 
ance be  granted  with  respect  to  §27D-7  allowing  the  building  to 
have  a  maximum  building  height  of  69  feet  and  an  FAR  of  2.95. 
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Appellant  also  requests  that  the  Board  grant  an  Interim 
Planning  Permit  for  the  proposed  3iiilding  as  is  required  pur- 
suant to  Article  27D  since  the  Property  is  located  in  the 
Downtown  IPOD  and  the  proposed  Building  will  have  a  gross  floor 
area  of  more  than  50,000  square  fiet. 

Finally,  Appellant  requests  chat  the  Board  grant  permission 
for  two  stairway  and  elevator  headhouses  to  be  erected  on  the 
roof  of  the  proposed  Building  as  the  means  of  access  to  two  open 
roof  decks.   The  proposed  headhouses  will  be  nine  (9)  feet 
higher  than  the  proposed  roof  decks,  and  pursuant  to  §16-8(c), 
no  such  structure  which  will  be  more  than  30  inches  above  a  roof 
deck  is  allowed  without  the  permission  of  the  Board  after  notice 
and  hearing  and  subject  to  the  conditional  use  permit  require- 
ments of  §§6-2,  6-3  and  6-4. 

PART  III  -  WHY  THE  BOARD  SHOULD  GRANT  THE  RELIEF  REQUESTED 

The  Board  should  grant  the  relief  requested  so  that  the 
Appellant  may  provide  much  needed  quality  housing  and  off-street 
parking.   Currently  a  largely  vacant  and  architecturally 
undistinguished  storage  structure  is  located  on  the  Property. 
The  proposed  project  will  result  in  an  appropriate  residential 
use  for  the  Property  and  a  well-designed  building  which  is  com- 
patible with  surrounding  buildings.   Furthermore,  the  Appellant 
submits  that  the  Property  and  the  Building  to  be  constructed 
thereon  meet  all  the  standards  set  forth  in  §7-3  of  the  Zoning 
Code  for  the  issuance  of  variances,  all  the  standards  set  forth 
in  §27-3  and  §27D-14  of  the  Zoning  Code  for  the  issuance  of  an 
interim  planning  permit,  and  all  of  the  standards  of  §16-8  and 
§6-3  for  the  issuance  of  a  conditional  use  permit  for  a  stairway 
and  elevator  headhouse. 

III. A.   The  Variances 

The  requested  variances  should  be  granted  in  the  first 
place  because  these  variances  are  required  due  to  special  cir- 
cumstances which  are  peculiar  to  the  Property  and  the  Building, 
and  not  the  neighborhood.   The  Property  is  and  will  be 
surrounded  by  the  side  and  rear  elevations  of  abutting  buildings 
and  by  a  narrow  alley  and  passageway.   The  yard  and  setback  of 
parapet  variances  (§§18-1,  19-1,  20-3,  20-4  and  21-1)  are 
necessary  to  accommodate  the  provision  of  an  interior  courtyard 
on  the  Property.   This  interior  courtyard  will  maximize  the 
light  and  air  available  to  the  74  dwelling  units,  and  given  the 
Property's  location,  will  be  more  attractive  visually  than  yards 
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situated  around  the  perimeter  of  the  lot.   The  building  height, 
FAB  and  open  space  variances  (§§115-1,  16-1,  17-1,  and  27D-7)  are 
required  to  make  the  proposed  project  feasible  and  the  units 
affordable.   Furthermore,  the  heiqht  and  massing  of  the  proposed 
Building  and  its  architecture  are  compatible  with  the 
surrounding  structures  in  the  neighborhood.   The  parking  design 
variance  (§23-9)  is  minor  and  is  required  to  allow  the  provision 
of  more  parking  spaces  than  are  required  by  the  Zoning  Code, 
which  is  very  desirable  given  the  limited  on-street  parking 
available.   The  denial  of  the  requested  variances  would  deprive 
Appellant  of  the  reasonable  use  of  the  Property  for  74  dwelling 
units  and  74  parking  spaces.* 


residents  who  are  sorely  in  need  of  the  high  quality  housing  to 
be  provided  by  this  project.   The  requested  variances  are  the 
minimum  variances  that  will  accomplish  the  reasonable  use  of  the 
Property  and  the  proposed  Building  for  74  dwelling  units  and 
parking  spaces. 

Third,  these  variances  are  in  harmony  with  the  general  pur- 
pose and  intent  of  the  Zoning  Code  inasmuch  as  the  Building  will 
provide  high-quality  housing  and  will  help  to  alleviate  the 
housing  shortage  in  Boston.   Thus,  these  variances  will  not  be 
injurious  to  the  neighborhood  or  otherwise  detrimental  to  the 
public  welfare. 

Finally,  these  variances  do  net  relate  to  a  Development 
Impact  Project  as  defined  in  Article  26  of  the  Zoning  Code,  and 
therefore  the  requirements  of  §26-3  of  the  Zoning  Code  are 
inapplicable  to  the  proposed  project. 

III.B.  The  Interim  Planning  Permit 

The  Board  should  grant  the  proposed  project  an  interim 
planning  permit,  first  because,  as  required  by  §27D-14,  the 
benefits  of  the  proposed  project  outweigh  any  burdens  imposed. 
The  benefits  of  the  construction  of  74  new  dwelling  units  with 
off-street  parking  are  enormous  inasmuch  as  these  units  will 
help  reduce  the  unmet  housing  needs  of  Boston  residents.   The 
burdens  from  the  project  are  minimal,  as  the  dimensional 
variances  sought  are  relatively  minor  and  the  proposed  Building 
will  have  positive  visual  impact  on  the  neighborhood. + 
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Second,  as  required  by  §27D-14,  the  proposed  project  is  in 
substantial  accord  with  the  applicable  provisions  of  Article 
27D.   As  discussed  above,  the  building  height  and  FAR  of  the 
project  will  somewhat  exceed  the  underlying  requirements  for 
lots  within  an  H-2-45  district,  but  will  be  appropriate  to  the 
Property's  location  in  the  St.  Botolph  area  and  compatible  with 
the  surrounding  structures.   Furthermore,  if  variances  are 
granted  by  the  Board  from  the  Zoning  Code  requirements  of  §15-1 
and  §16-1  as  requested,  then  such  dimensions  will  be  in  conform- 
ance with  the  Code,  as  varied,  and  thus  in  conformity  with 
Article  27D. 

Finally,  as  required  by  §27-3,  the  proposed  project  is  com- 
patible with  the  goals  of  the  comprehensive  planning  study  and 
contemplated  rezoning.   §27D-1  sets  forth  the  purposes  of  the 
Downtown  IPOD,  including  to  "channel  new  development  toward 
underutilized  sites",  "encourage  new  residential  development", 
and  to  "protect  and  enhance  the  architectural  character  of  the 
downtown."   The  proposed  project  will  contribute  to  the  accom- 
plishment of  these  particular  purposes,  and  is  compatible  with 
the  goals  of  the  Downtown  IPOD  generally. 

III.C.  Conditional  Use  Permit  for  Stairway 
and  Elevator  Headhouses 

The  Board  should  grant  permission  for  the  erection  of  the 
two  proposed  stairway  and  elevator  headhouses,  first  because 
these  roof  structures  do  not  have  the  potential  for  damaging  the 
uniformity  of  height  or  architectural  character  of  the  immediate 
vicinity,  and  thus  the  specific  site  is  an  appropriate  location 
for  the  proposed  headhouses.   The  proposed  headhouses  will  ex- 
tend to  a  height  of  64.39  feet  above  grade.   The  height  of  the 
headhouses  is  lower  than  the  69  foot  maximum  height  of  the 
Building,  which  is  the  height  of  the  Building's  twin  towers. 
The  overall  height  of  the  Building  and  the  height  of  the 
headhouses  are  compatible  with  the  heights  of  the  surrounding 
buildings,  which  are  not  uniform.   Furthermore,  these  headhouses 
do  not  have  the  potential  for  damaging  the  architectural  charac- 
ter of  the  inunediate  vicinity  as  they  will  be  set  well  back  from 
the  roof  edges  of  the  Building,  and  thus  will  have  little  or  no 
visual  impact  from  street  level. 

Second,  the  use  of  the  Building  roof  for  headhouses  will 
not  adversely  affect  the  neighborhood  as  the  visual  impact  will 
be  slight.   Third,  no  hazard  to  vehicles  or  pedestrians  is  posed 
by  the  location  of  headhouses  on  the  roof  of  the  Building. 
Fourth,  no  nuisance  will  be  created  by  the  construction  of  these 
headhouses,  and  adequate  and  appropriate  proposed  facilities 
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will  be  provided  for  the  proper  operation  of  the  proposed  use. 
The  stairway  and  elevator  headhouses  will  be  designed  to  meet 
all  Building  Code  requirements,   furthermore,  providing  access 
to  the  roof  decks  by  way  of  these  headhouses  will  be  much  safer 
for  the  residents  of  the  Building  than  access  by  way  of  roof 
hatches.   Finally,  this  appeal  does  not  relate  to  a  Development 
Impact  Project  as  defined  in  Article  26  of  the  Zoning  Code,  and 
therefore  the  requirements  of  §26-3  are  inapplicable  to  the 
Property. 

These  and  further  reasons  for  the  granting  of  the  requested 
variances,  the  interim  planning  permit  and  the  conditional  use 
permit  will  be  presented  at  the  hearing. 
2975g 
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^     32  Garrison   St.    Realty  Trust 

c/o  Renaissance  Properties 
S:       321   Columbus   Ave 

Boston.  MA 


ON: 


32  Garrison  Street 


;ation  no.  f  OQ  o 


INSPECTlONAt 

«    E    «    V    1    C    E    S 

OEPaITmEnT 
CiTv  Of  BOiTOM 


DATE:   Pftnber  27^  iOQ?- 


Construct  new  5  story  «pt. 


PURPOSE: 


building  and  one  story  garage 


DATE  FILED: 
WARD:    0^ 


09/10/87 


ZONE: 


//-^-V.V 


RESIDENTIAL: 


COMMERCIAL: 


IMPLICATION  IS  HEREBY  REFUSED  AS  SAME  WOULD  BE  IN  VIOLATION  OF  THE  BOSTON  ZONING  CODE 
':   CHAPTER  665,  ACTS  OF  1956  AS  AMENDED:   ARTICLES: 


)   Section  8-7  Use  Itemtf 


) Section  8-7  Use  Itea^ 


)   Section  8-7  Use  Icemff 


)   Section  8-7  Use  Item/ 


)      Section    l-U 


IN  VARIANCE   WITH   A   FORWER   DECISION   OF   THE   BOARD  OF  APPEAL. 


)      Section   9-1 


EXTENSION   OF   STRUCTURAL   CHANGE  TO   A  NON-C0NF0R>1INC   USE. 


)      Section  9-2 


CHANCE    IN  A  NON-CONFORJ<INC   USE. 


)      Section    10-1  OFF   STREET   PARXINC    IS   NOT   ALLOWED  WITHIN   THE   FRONT   NOR   SIDE   VaRJ). 


)   Section  U-1 


LOT  AREA  IS  INSUFFICIENT. 


)   Section  U-2     LOT  AREA  FOR  ADDITIONAL  DWELLING  UNITS  IS  INSUFFICIENT/WOT  PROVIDED. 


)   Section  lA-3 


LOT  WIDTH  IS  INSUFFICIENT. 


)   Section  \U-l* 


LOT  FRONTAGE  IS  INSUFFICIENT. 


y~~)      Section  15-1 


FLOOR  AREA  IS  EXCESSIVE. 


tO   Section  16-1     HEIGHT  OF  BUILDING  IS  EXCESSIVE. 


:^ 


Section  16-8 


RESTRICTED  ROOF  STRUCTURE  DISTRICT. 


ya   Section  17-1     USABLE  OPEN  SPACE  IS  INSUFF ICI EST . 


>4   Section  18-1     FRONT  YARD  IS  INSUFFICIE^rr . 


)   Section  18-3 


TRAFFIC  VISIBILITY  ACROSS  CORNER  IS  I NSUFFICI  EN"! 


)   Section  li 


FRONT  YARD  (OTHER  STREET)  (S)  IS  INSLFFICIEM. 


X^)   Section  19-1 


SIDE  YARD  IS  INSLTFICIENT. 


)C  )   Section  20-f  ^^REAR  YARD  IS  INSL'FF  IC  lENT  . 


>0   Section  21-1 


SET  BACK  OF  PARAPET  IS  INSUFF I C I FST  , 


)   Section  23-1 


OFF  STREET  PARKING  FACILITIES  ARE  INSUFFICIENT. 


)   Section  2U-\ 


OFF  STREET  LOADING  FACILITIES  ARE  INSUFFICIENT. 


^   (XL)   ARTICLE  2  7 

'   V  )   OTHER   STd/  ^  ,~ 


_IPOD--_INTEK.M  rLANNINC  OVERLAY  DiSTr'.CT.   Section  "2-"^   O   "TgC  '3-  ~~ 


.:-!%. 


^  CX)   !)^C+-v.«svn    ;U^-?    pr^NiCrK^^rvx: 


L  OF  A  PERMIT  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  BOARD  OF  APPEAL  WITHIN  FORTY-FIVE  (A5)  DAYS, 
NT  TO  CHAPTER  665  OF  THE  ACTS  OF  1956,  AS  A.HENDED  THROUGH  APRIL  1963. 


IE  COtfttlSSIONER, 
Pinkos 
I  lonlng  Admin. 


FOR  THE  COMMISSIONER, 
Russell  Forsberg 
Asst.  Zoning  Admin. 


FOR  THE  COMMISSIONER, 
Wllfredo  Lopex 
Asst.  Zoning  Admin. 


!  *^  ^"^^^°  "^0  THE  PUBLIC  ON  WEDNESDAYS  AND  FRIDAYS. 


♦'illi**!  S««iimcrt 
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B .   Permits  and  Approvals  Required 
Building  Permi  t 
Landmarks  Commission  Approval 
Flammable  Gas  Storage  Permit 
Sewer  System  Extension  Permit 


Asbestos  Removal  Permit 

Permits  for  Removal  of 
Underground  Storage  Tanks 


Zoning  Variance 


BRA  Design  Approval 


NPDES  Permit  (possible) 


City  of  Boston 

City  of  Boston 

City  of  Boston 

DEQE,  Division    of 

Water  pollution 
Control 

DEQE 


Board       of 
Protection 


Fire 


Zoning      Board     of 
Appeal 

Boston    Redevelopment 
Au t ho  r  i  t y 

EPA 
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SUBMISSION  REQUIREMENTS 

In  addition  to  full-size  scale  drawings,  10  copies  of  a  bound 
booklet  containing  all  submission  materials  reduced  to  size 
8i  X  11,  except  where  otherwise  specified,  are  required.   For 
projects  to  be  reviewed  by  the  Boston  Civic  Design  Commission, 
10  booklets  containing  the  applicant  information  and  the  design 
submission  materials  are  required. 

I .  Applicant  Information 

A.  Development  Team 

1 .  Names 

a.  Developer  (including  description  of  development 
or  Chapter  121A  entity) 

b.  Attorney 

c.  Project  consultants 

2.  Business  address  and  telephone  number  for  each 

3.  Designated  contact  for  each 

4.  Description  of  current  or  f ornerly-ov/ned 
developments  in  Boston 

B.  Legal  Information 

1.  Legal  judgements  or  actions  pending  concerning  the 
proposed  project 

2.  History  of  tax  arrears  on  property  owned  in  Boston 
by  development  team 

3.  Property  Title  Report  including  current  ownership 
and  purchase  options  of  all  parcels  in  the 
development  site 

II .  Financial  Information 

A.  Full  disclosure  of  names  and  addresses  of  all  financially 
involved  participants  and  bank  references 

B.  Nature  of  agreements  for  securing  parcels  not  owned  by 
prospective  developer 

C.  Development  Pro  Forma  (form  attached) 


KC9/AA 


III .  Project  Area 

A.   Legal  description  of  project  area 

IV.  Project  Design 

A.   Phase  I  Submission:   Project  Schematics 

1.  Written  description  of  program  elements  and  space 
allocation  for  each  element 

2.  Neighborhood  plan  and  sections  at  an  appropriate 
scale  (1"  =50'  or  larger)  showing  relationships  of 
the  proposed  project  to  the  neighborhood's: 

a.  massing 

b.  building  height 

c.  scaling  elements 

d.  open  space 

e.  major  topographic  features 

f.  pedestrian  and  vehicular  circulation 

g.  land  use 

3.  Black  and  white  8"xl0"  photographs  of  the  nite  and 
neighborhood 

4.  Sketches  and  diagrams  to  clarify  design  issues  and 
massing  options 

5.  Eye-level  perspective  (reproducible  line  drawings) 
showing  the  proposal  in  the  context  of  the 
surrounding  area 

6.  Aerial  views  of  the  project 

7.  Site  sections  at  1"  =20'  or  larger  showing 
relationships  to  adjacent  buildings  and  spaces 

8.  Site  plan  at  an  appropriate  scale  (1"  =20'  or 
larger)  showing: 

a.   General  relationships  of  proposed  and  existing 
adjacent  buildings  and  open  space 
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b.  Open  spaces  defined  by  buildings  en  adjacent 
parcels  and  across  streets 

c.  General  location  of  pedestrian  v;5ys,  driveways, 
parking,  service  areas,  streets,  and  r.ajor 
landscape  features 

d.  Pedestrian,  handicapped,  vehicular  and  service 
access  and  flow  through  the  parcel  and  to 
adjacent  areas 

e.  Survey  information,  such  as  existing  elevations, 
benchmarks,  and  utilities 

f.  Phasing  possibilities 

g.  Construction  limits 

9.  Massing  model  at  1"  =  100'  for  use  in  the 
Authority's  downtown  base  model. 

10.  Drawings  at  an  appropriate  scale  (e.g. ,  1"  =  8') 

describing  architectural  massing,  facade  design  and 
proposed  materials  including: 

a.  Building  and  site  improvement  plans 

b.  Elevations  in  the  context  of  the  surrounding 
area 

c.  Sections  showing  organization  of  functions 
and  spaces 

11.  Preliminary  building  plans  shov.-ing  ground  floor  and 
typical  upper  floor(s) 

12.  Proposed  schedule  for  submission  of  design 
development  materials 


V.    BRA  Environmental  Impact  Assessment 

A.   Transportation  Access  Plan 

The  proposed  scope  of  services  for  the  Transportation 
Access  Plan  as  attached  is  sufficient. 


B.   Shadow  (Information  should  be  provided  during  the 
schematic  design  stage.) 
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1.  Shadow  analysis  plans  should  be  subnitted  at  a  scale 
of  1"  =  100' . 

2.  Shadow  impact  analysis  must  include  net  new  shadows 
as  well  as  existing  shadows. 

3.  Initial  shadow  analyses  must  include  shadow 
impacts  for  build  and  no-build  conditions  for  the 
hours  9:00  a.m.,  12:00  noon,  and  3:00  p.m.  conducted 
for  four  periods  of  the  year  at  the  vernal  equinox, 
autumnal  equinox,  winter  solstice,  and  summer 
solstice. 

4.  Additional  shadow  analyses  may  be  required  depending 
on  the  particular  physical  characteristics  of  the 
site  including  its  solar  orientation  relative  to 
public  open  spaces,  pedestrian  patterns  and  street 
patterns,  and  existing  shadows  in  the  area. 

C.  Excavation  and  Landfill 

1.  VJritten  description  including  amount  and  method  of 
excavation,  dredging  and  filling  proposed,  ar.d  the 
existence  of  blasting  and  pile  driving. 

2.  Analysis  of  sub-soil  conditions,  potential  for 
ground  movement  and  settlement  during  excavation, 
and  impact  on  adjacent  buildings  and  utility  lines. 

3.  Vibration  analysis  of  passing  Southwest  Corridor 
trains . 

D.  Groundv7ater 

1.  List  of  measures  used  to  ensure  the  groundwater 
levels  will  not  be  lowered  during  or  after  construc- 
tion, if  applicable. 

2.  Engineering  analysis  of  the  impact  of  development  on 
groundwater,  surrounding  structures,  wooden  piles 
and  foundations. 

E.  Solid  and  Hazardous  VJastes/Materials 

1.  A  list  of  any  known  or  potential  contaminants  on 
site  together  with  evidence  of  the  recording  with 
the  Registry  of  Deeds  of  the  disposal  of  hazardous 
wastes  on  the  site,  pursuant  to  the  M.G.L., 
Chapter  21C,  if  applicable. 

2.  Existence  of  buried  gas  tanks  on  site 

3.  Estimate  of  potential  trash  generation  and  plans  for 
disposal 
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Construction  Impacts 

1 .  Description  of  construction  staging  areas 

2.  Availability  of  construction  worker  parking 

3.  Potential  dust  generation  and  mitigation  measures 
to  control  dust  emissions 

4.  Permits  from  Air  Pollution  Control  Commission  for 
sand  blasting,  if  appropriate 

5.  Potential  noise  impact  and  measures  to  minimize 
noise  levels 

6.  Truck  traffic  and  access  routes 

7.  Pedestrian  safety 
Historical  Landmarks 

1.  Description  of  the  project  site  location  in 
proximity  to  a  National  or  Massachusetts  Register 
site  or  district  or  Landmark  designated  by  the 
Boston  Landmarks  Commission. 

2.  Identification  of  Boston  Landmarks  Commission 
ratings  for  existing  buildings. 

Air  Quality 

1.  Estimation  of  emissions  from  any  parking  garage 
constructed  as  part  of  the  project. 

2.  Description  and  location  of  building/garage  air 
intake  and  exhaust  systems  and  evaluation  of  imipact 
on  pedestrians. 

3.  For  residential  projects,  evaluation  of  the  ambient 
air  quality  to  determine  conformance  with  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards  established 
by  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

Utility  Systems 

1.  Estimated  water  consumption  and  sewage  generation 
from  the  project 

2.  Description  of  the  capacity  and  adequacy  of  water 
and  sewer  systems  and  an  evaluation  of  the  impacts 
of  the  project  on  these  systems 
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3.   Identification  of  measures  to  conserve  resources, 
including  any  provisions  i'or  recycling 

VI .  Historical  Landmarks 

32  Garrison  Street  is  located  within  the  Saint  Botolph  Area 
Architectural  Preservation  District.   The  Project  Ir.pact 
Report  should  describe  the  historic/architectural  qualities 
of  the  property  and  the  district,  analyze  the  effects  of  the 
proposed  new  construction  and  evaluate  measures  intended  to 
mitigate  any  potential  adverse  impact  the  project  may  have 
on  the  buildings  and  district.   The  proponent  shall  review 
the  new  construction  with  the  Boston  Landmarks  Commission, 
and  shall  include  a  summary  of  the  reviews  in  the  Project 
Impact  Report. 

VII .  Public  Benefits 

A.  Development  Impact  Project  exaction,  specifying  amount 
and  method  of  linkage  contribution  (housing  payment  or 
housing  creation) 

3.   Increase  in  tax  revenues,  specifying  existing  and 
estimated  future  annual  property  taxes 

C.  Childcare  plan 

D.  Other  public  benefits 

VIII.  Regulatory  Controls  and  Permits 

A.  Existing  zoning  requirements,  calculations,  and  any 
anticipated  zoning  requests 

B.  Anticipated  permits  required  from  other  local,  state, 
and  federal  entities  with  a  proposed  application 
schedule 

C.  For  projects  requiring  compliance  with  the  Massachusetts 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (MEPA) ,  copies  of  the 
Environmental  Notification  Form,  Certificate  of  the 
Secretary  of  Environmental  Affairs,  and  Environmental 
Impact  Report,  if  required 

D.  Other  applicable  environmental  documentation 
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DRAFT  SCOPE  OF  WOSK 

TRANSPORTATION  ACCESS  PLAN 

32  GARRISON  STREET  CONDOMINIUM  PROJECT 

SOUTH  END,  BOSTON 

Background: 

The  scope  below  reflects  concerns  expressed  at  a  meeting  held  between  Andy 
McClurg,  Owen  Donnelly,  and  Jane  Howard  on  November  13,  1987.  The  primary 
transportation  issue  involved  with  this  project  is  the  relationship  of  the 
proiject  to  surrounding  developments,  especially  the  Musician's  Building 
across  the  street,  for  which  Renaissance  Properties  has  offered  a  Letter  of 
Intent  to  Purchase. 

The  proposed  scope  for  the  transportation  impact  study  and  access  plan  is: 

1.  Introduction  and  Project  Description 

2.  Existing  Conditions 

3.  Future  Trip  Generation  and  Parking  Demand 
A.   Parking  Supply  and  Management  Issues 

5.  Construction  Activity 

6.  Monitoring 


IX.   CoTT'^munity  Groups 

A.  Names  and  addresses  of  project  area  owners,  displaces, 
abutters,  and  also  any  community  groups  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  applicant,  nay  be  substantially  interested 
in  or  affected  by  the  proposed  project 

B.  A  list  of  meetings  proposed  and  held  v;ith  interested 
parties 


I 
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1.   PROJECT  NOTIFICATION  KKVl 
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BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 

DOWNTOWN  ZONING  INTERIM  PLANNING  OVERLAY  DISTRICT 

PROJECT  NOTIFICATION  FORM 


Summa  ry 

A.   Project  Identification 

1.  Project  Name: 

2.  Address  Location: 


3. 


A. 


9. 

10 

11 


Property  Owner: 
Developer: 


Developer's 
Representative 

Architect : 


Legal  Counsel: 


32  Garrison  Street 

//32,  at  the  southernmost  end 
of  Garrison  Street,  Boston, 
Mas  sachusetts 

32  Garrison  Street  Realty 
Trust 

Renaissance  Properties 
321  Columbus  Avenue 
Boston  ,  MA   02116 
(617)536-2700 


Notter,  Finegold  &  Alexander 
77  North  Washington  Street 
Boston,  MA   02114 
(617)227-9272 

Choate,  Hall  &  Stewart 
53  State  Street 
Boston,  MA   02109 
(617)227-5020 


Estimated  Commencement:  March,  1988 
Estimated  Completion:    June,  1989 


Approximate  Cost: 

Status  of  Pro j  ec  t 
Design: 


$18,800,000 
Working  Drawings 


Is  this  project  subject 
to  Boston  Zoning  Code, 
Article  31?  YES 


B.  Narrative  Project  Description 


The  proposed  site  is  a  29,328  square  foot  lot,  with 
dimensions  of  approximately  179  by  165  feet.  The  MBTA 
Southwest  corridor  structure  abuts  the  southern  side  of  the 
site,  and  a  c ondonmi nium  development  (30  Garrison  Street)  is 
presently  under  construction  immediately  adjacent  to  the  east 
property  line.  Across  the  alley  on  the  north  side  is  the  back 
of  70  St.  Botolph  St.,  housing  for  the  elderly. 

Currently  on  the  site  is  a  two  story  warehouse  structure 
(see  accompanying  photos).  The  developer  has  received 
approval  for  the  demolition  of  this  warehouse  from  the  Boston 
Landmarks  Commission.  A  development  of  condominium  housing  is 
proposed. 

We  have  designed  a  total  of  7A  units,  which  will 
primarily  skewed  to  larger  units  of  2  and  3  bedrooms.  The 
configuration  breakdown  is  as  follows: 

lA    1  bedroom  (19%) 

A8    2  bedroom  (65%) 

12    3  bedroom  (16%) 
A  below  grade  garage  of  76  spaces  will  also  be 
constructed.  Gross  square  footage  in  this  development  will  be 
86,494  square  feet  exclusive  of  garage.  The  total  square 
footage,  including  garage,  will  be  113,394  gross  square  feet. 
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B.   Dimensioas 

Building  He  ight  : 

Number  of  Stories: 
Square  Footage  of  Lot 
Rear  Yard: 
Loading  Bays: 

Parking  Facilities: 

Building  Gross  Square 
Footage  : 

Building  Net  Square 
Footage  : 

F.A. R: 


53.4   feet   above   mean  grade 
level 


29  ,  328  sq.  ft. 

4  feet  on  t owe  r 

No      off-street      loading 
provided 

76-78  below  grade  spaces 

86  ,494  sq  .  f t  . 

76  ,024  sq.  ft. 
2.95 


C.   Uses 


74   Condominiums   are   proposed   for  strictly  residential 
use  . 
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C.  List  Federal  or  State  agencies  from  which  permits  or  other 
actions  have  been  or  will  be  sought: 

DEQE  DIVISION  OF  WATER  POLLUTION  CONTROL  PERMIT  FOR   SEWER  CONNECTION 

BOARD  OF  FIRE  PROTECTION  REMOVAL  PERMITS  FOR  UNDERGROUND  STORAGE  TANK 

^p^  NPDES  PERMIT  (IF  STILL  REQUIRED) 


D.  List  any  zoning  relief  required  for  this  project  (including  any 
zoning  variance,  exception,  conditional  use  permit,  interim 
planning  permit,  zoning  map  or  text  change,  or  Development 
Impact  Project  Agreement). 


Section 
Section 
Section 
Section 
Section 
Section 
Section 
Section 
Article 

Sectio 
Section 
Section 


15-1 

16-1 

16-8 

17-1 

18-1 

19-1 

20-4 

21-1 

27D, 

n  27D 

23-9 

20-3 
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Floor  area  is  excessive. 

Height  of  building  is  excessive. 

Restricted  roof  structure  district. 

Usable  open  space  is  insufficient. 

Front  yard  is  insufficient. 

Side  yard  is  insufficient. 

Rear  yard  is  insufficient. 

Set  back  of  parapet  is  insufficient 

Interim  Planning  Overlay  District. 

Size  of  spaces  and  maneuverability. 
Projections  in  rear  v-rd. 


E.  List  any  governmental  agencies  or  programs  from  which  financial 
assistance  for  this  project  Is  being  sought: 


None. 


II.  Project  Description 

A.  Attach  map  showing  location  of  project,  survey  if  available; 
site  plan  and  architectural  rendering  if  available. 
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III .   Assessment  of  Development  Review  Components 

(Note  anticipated  direct  and  indirect  environmental  impacts 
if  any,  for  each  review  component.  If  significant  adverse 
impact  is  considered  likely  to  result,  please  explain.  Positive 
impact  may  also  be  noted.) 

A.   Transportation  Components 

1.  Traffic  Management 

No  significant  increase  in  downtown  travel  volumes 
or  adverse  effect  on  intersection  capacities  or 
pedestrian  circulation  is  anticipated.  A  complete 
transportation  access  plan  is  on  file  with  the 
Department  of  Transportation  and  the  BRA. 

2.  Parking  Management 


No    parking 
owners . 


spaces   will   be   sold   to   individual 


3.   Construction  Management 

Methods  will  be  utilized  to  minimize  effects  on  the 
surrounding  area  from  truck  movements,  deliveries, 
and  construction  employee  parking.  As  the  site  is 
at  the  end  of  a  dead  end  street,  we  anticipate  that 
disruption  to  the  neighborhood  will  be  minimal. 

Environmental  Protection  Component 

1.   Wind 

We  do  not  feel  that  this  five  story  development 
will  affect  current  wind  conditions  in  the  project 
area.  Primarily,  this  is  due  to  the  limited 
overall  height  of  the  structures,  and  the  extensive 
open  space  provided  by  the  interior  courtyard, 
proposed  setbacks,  and  proximity  to  the  open  space 
pertaining  to  the  Southwest  Corridor. 


Shadow 

No   significant  new  shadows  will  be  created  by  this 

development.  Shadows    cast    by   the   building 

generally   fall  on   the   alley   to   the  rear  of  the 

Pollen   Street  residences  and  on  Public  Alley  ^454, 

not         on  public         open        space. 


3.   Daylight 

The  new  five  story  building  will  have  little 
additional  effect  on  the  on  the  extent  of  daylight 
in  the  project  area. 

A .   Solar  Glare 

Materials  used  in  the  construction  of  32  Garrison 
Street  will  be  similar  to  those  used  in  surrounding 
buildings,  i.e.  brick  and  stone.  Therefore,  there 
will  be  negligible  solar  glare  effect. 

5.  Air  Quality 

Short-terra  air  quality  impacts  from  fugitive  dust 
may  occur  during  construction.  Methods  such  as 
wetting  down  will  be  used  to  minimize  fugitive  dust. 
There  are  no  long-term  air  quality  related  impacts 
from  this  residential  development. 

6.  Water  Quality 

Development   of  property  is  not  expected  to  result  in 

significantly   increased   runoff  to  that  generated  by 

the  existing  warehouse,  which  we  propose  to 
demolish. 

7.  Flood  Hazard  Zone s /We t land s 

The  project  area  is  not  located  in  a  flood  hazard 
zone  or  wetland. 

8 .  Groundwa t e  r 


The  depth  of  the  water  table  is  reflected  by  data  we 
obtained  by  performing  borings  on  the  site.  It  was 
observed  to  be  approximately  at  El.  +8(BCB). 

9.   Geotechnical  Impact,  including  Subsoil  Conditions: 

The  approximate  existing  ground  surface  is  at  an 
elevation  of  +16  feet  (BCB).  Subsurface  soil 
conditions  are  fill  to  a  depth  of  -2  to  -3  feet,  at 
which  point  borings  have  revealed  organic  silt  to  a 
depth  of  -20  feet.  Peat,  sand  and,  finally,  silty 
clay  follow  to  a  depth  of  at  least  -30  feet. 
Borings  revealed  10-11  feet  of  glacial  fill  at 
approximately  El.  -111.  Bedrock.  was  cored  from 
approximate  depths  of  135-14A  feet.  All  dimensions 
will  be  verified  during  design  of  the  excavation 
support  system  and/or  during  construction. 


10.  Solid  and  Hazardous  Wastes 

The  solid  waste  generated  by  this  project  will  be 
handled  through  a  contract  disposal  service. 

11.  Noise 

Noise  will  be  generated  during  the  construction 
phase.  Steps  will  be  taken  to  minimize  anticipated 
cons t rue t ion- re  la  ted  noise.  Long-term  noise  effects 
at  the  site  are  expected  to  be  minimal. 

12.  Construction   Impact,   Proposed   Safety  Features,  and 
Construction  methodology 

As  the  design  progresses,  construction  methods  will 
be  identified. 

13 .  Rodent  Control 

A  rodent  control  program  will  be  implemented  during 
the  construction  phases  of  this  project. 


C.   Urban  Design  Component 

1.   Architectural  Compatibility 

In  keeping  with  the  historic  character  of  the  St. 
Botolph  Street  neighborhood,  the  proposed  building 
will  be  designed  in  scale  with,  and  with  reference 
to,  surrounding  structures.  In  particular, 
materials  similar  to  those  found  on  existing  facades 
will  be  the  primary  component  of  the  structure. 
Traditional  Victorian  detailing  (bays,  bows  and 
lintels)  appropriate  to  this  neighborhood  will  be 
used  . 


2.  Relationship  to  Subdistrict  Urban  Design  Features 

We   have  worked   closely   with,  and  continue  to  work 

closely  with,   the   St.   Botolph   Area  Architectural 

District  Commission    to   ensure   that   appropriate 

landmark  guidelines  are  met. 

3.  Quality  of  Pedestrian  Environment 

A  pedestrian  passage  incorporated  into  the  building 
structure  will  act  as  a  new  connection  between  the 
South  End  and  the  Back  Bay  at  Garrison  Street. 


4.   Consistency  with  Established  Design  Guidelines 

The  architects  have  met  several  times  with  BRA 
staff,  with  the  Boston  Landmarks  Commission,  and 
with  appropriate  neighborhood  groups  to  discuss  and 
review  project  plans.  So  far,  the  input  from  the 
Bra  staff  has  been  useful  and  positive.  The  project 
staff  will  continue  to  work,  with  the  BRA  and  other 
city  agencies  as  the  design  process  advances. 


).   Housing  Preservation  Component 


1.   Relationship   of 
Dwel ling  Units 


Project   to   Creation  of  Affordable 


The  proposed  project  will  result  in  the  creation  of 
74  new  dwelling  units  at  32  Garrison  Street.  The 
project  will  be  linked  to  the  creation  of  affordable 
units  to  be  constructed  by  the  developer  along  the 
Washington  Street  Corridor,  which  will  be  in  full 
compliance  with  the  suggested  20%  off  site 
af f o rdabi 1 i t y  requirement. 

2.   Payments  in  Lieu  to  Neighborhood  Housing  Trust 

None 


Historic  Resources  Component 

1.  Impact  on  Objects,  Structures,  Buildings,  Sites,  or 
Districts  of  Historic,  Architectural,  Ar c heo 1 og ical 
or  Cultural  Distinction. 


The  project  is  located  wichin  the  St.  Botolph  Area 
Architectural  District,  as  well  as  the  Interim 
Planning  Overlay  District. 

Brick  and  stone  will  be  the  primary  facade 
treatment.  Window  treatments  will  be  consistent 
with  those  specified  by  Landmark  guidelines. 
Traditional  raised  1/2  level  stoops  will  echo  the 
rhythm  of  those  Victorian  structures  lining  the 
adjacent  St.  Botolph  Street.  Cast  iron  fencing, 
balconies  and  a  period  fountain  will  accent 
square.  The  building  will  be 
corners  by  appropriate  turrets, 
which  are  found  extensively 
neighborhood . 


the 

anchored   at   two 

similar   to  those 

throughout    the 


2.  Landmark  Status  of  Property  (Boston  Landmark,  State 
Register  of  Historic  Places,  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places) 

All  construction  will  be  new. 


Infrastructure  Systems  Component 

1.  Anticipated  water  consumption,  If  known. 
Unknown 

2.  Anticipated  electricity  consumption,  if  known. 
Unknown 

3.  Anticipated  sewage  generation,  if  known. 
Unknown 

4.  Anticipated  energy  requirements,  if  known. 
Unknown 


aordination  with  Other  Governmental  Agencies 

ite  anticipated  jurisdiction  of  the  following: 

Boston  Landmarks  Commission  Review 

Review   with   the   staff   of   this   Commission   has   been 
underway  for  several  months. 

.   Architectural  Access  Board  Requirements 

Barrier   free   access  to  this  project  will  be  designed  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the  AAB. 

Other 

N/A 
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V .    Proponent's  Certification 

This  form  will  be  circulated  to  all  agencies  and  persons  as 
required  by  Boston  Zoning  Code,  Article  31,  Section  31-5 
(1). 


tiin 


;ii2abeth  H.  Mclou^hlin 


Renaissance  Properties 
321  Columbus  Avenue 
Boston,  MA   02  116 
(617)536-2700 


C.  PHGTOS  OF  EXISTING  SITE 
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D.     GEOTECHNICAL  KEPCKT/RXJNDATICN  REOCLTvlENDATICNS 


The  following  Geotechnical  Report 
was  prepared  by: 


GEI 

1021  Main  Street 

Winchester,  Wi    01890 


-78- 
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1 .    INTRODUCTION 


1 .1   Purpose  and  Scope 

This  report  presents  the  results  of  the  subsurface 
investieation  and  our  recominendations  for  foundation  design  of 
thrproposed  condominiun.  development  at  32  Garrison  Street. 

Our  scope  of  work  for  this  project  included  the  following: 

1    Search  for  and  evaluate  existing  data  available  on 
'   subsurface  conditions  and  the  foundations  of 

existing  nearby  buildings  and  the  MBTA  structure 
near  the  site. 

2.  Engage  a  boring  subcontractor  to  drill  borings  at 
thi  site,  install  an  observation  well  to  nionitor 
ground  w4ter  levels,  and  obtain  samples  suitable 
for  laboratory  testing. 

3.  Perforra  laboratory  tests  including  strength, 
consolidation  and  index  tests  to  establish  soil 
properties  at  the  site. 

L       Analyze  the  boring  and  laboratory  data  and  perform 
tSgineering  analyfis  to  develop  recommendations  for 
ISunSation  design  and  geotechnical  aspects  of  the 
proposed  building  construction. 

1 .2  Authorization 


Renaissance  t-roperuie^  V ^.   °.^.LZ1   IVJ^^.^.r...   Pronerties  dated 

May 

June  17,  1987. 

1 .3  Project  Personnel 

The  following  key  people  at  GEI  performed  the  services 
related  to  this  project: 

Nancy  L.  Schoepf  l^^Yllll 

Kenneth  A.  Pidgeon         Engineer 


2.   SITE  AND  PROJECT  DESCRIPTION 

2.1   Site  Description 

The  site  for  the  proposed  development  is  located  in  Boston 
as  shovn  in  Fig.  1,  Site  Location  Plan.   The  site  is  at  the  end 
of  Garrison  Street  as  shown  in  Fig.  2,  and  the  dimensions  of 
the  site  are  approximately  179  feet  by  165  feet.   True  north  is 
approximately  50°  from  an  orientation  parallel  to  Garrison 
Street.   In  this  report,  orientations  of  structures  near  the 
site  and  other  features  will  be  referred  to  called  north  which 
is  parallel  to  Garrison  Street,  as  indicated  in  Fig.  2. 

As  shown  in  Fig.  2,  a  group  of  one-  to  two-story  building 
facilities  belonging  to  the  Christian  Science  Church  currently 
occupies  the  eastern  half  of  the  site.   The  western  portion  of 
the  site  is  a  relatively  flat  asphalt  paved  area  in  which  the 
elevation  varies  approximately  from  El.  +12.9  to  El.  +13.8. 
Along  the  alleyway  on  the  north  side  of  the  site,  the  elevation 
varies  from  approximately  El.  +13.5  at  the  west  end  to  approxi- 
mately El.  +18  at  the  east  end.   All  elevations  described  to  in 
this  report  are  referenced  to  the  Boston  City  Base  (BCB)  datum. 

The  MBTA  Southwest  Corridor  structure  abuts  the  southern 
side  of  the  site,  and  a  condominium  development  (30  Garrison 
Street)  is  presently  under  construction  immediately  adjacent  to 
the  east  property  line.  Across  the  alley  on  the  north  side  is 
the  back  of  70  St.  Botolph  Street,  housing  for  the  elderly. 
The  Shakespeare  Theatre  is  dicigonally  across  the  alley  from  the 
northeast  corner  of  the  site.   Across  an  alley  on  the  west  side 
of  the  site  is  a  group  of  four-  to  five-story  residential  brick 
buildings  with  partially  below  grade  ground  floor  levels. 

2.2   Project  Description 

The  proposed  development  at  32  Garrison  Street  will  be  a 
five-story  structure  with  a  central  courtyard  area  and  one 
level  of  underground  parking.   The  top  of  the  basement  slab 
level  is  currently  .planne.d...tQ_be ..at  El .  +7 '  1  0"  (BCB) . 

As  provided  by  Aberjona  Engineering,  the  column  loads  will 
be  in  the  range  of  .48_kipa_tQ_32B-kips  dead  load  with  total 
loads  (dead  plus  live  loads)  ranging  from  52  kips  to  $48  kips 
per  column.   The  sum  of  all  the  column  loads  is  approximately 
15,500  kips  dead  load  and  22,000  dead  plus  live  load.   It  is 
planned  to  have  a  structural  basement  floor  slab  approximately 
1  foot  thick  that  will  be  supported  by  a  system  of  grade  beams . 
Based  on  preliminary  design  information  provided  by  Aberjona 
Engineering,. jthe  grade  beams  are  expected  to  be  approximately 
JL_feet.deep-'(.beiow  the  top  of  the  slab)  with  the  resulting 
bottom  of  the  grade  bearaa-.at- El.  +3' 10". 


3.   SUBSURFACE  CONDITIONS 

3.1  Subsurface  Exploration  Program 

Five  borings  were  drilled  at  the  locations  shown  in  Fig.  2 
between  July  6  and  July  10,  1987,   Two  additional  borings  were 
drilled  on  October  10  and  11,  1987.   The  driller's  logs  for 
these  borings  are  contained  in  Appendix  A.   A  ground  water 
observation  well  was  installed  In  Boring  B2  to  a  depth  of 
22  feet.   Water  level  readings  were  also  obtained  from  two 
wells  (denoted  as  OW-A  and  OW-B  and  located  as  shown  in  Fig.  2) 
which  were  previously  installed  by  others. 

3.2  Laboratory  Testing 

Soil  samples  obtained  from  the  borings  were  brought  to  our 
laboratory  for  further  inspection  and  testing.  The  testing 
consisted  of  four  consolidation  tests,  five  unconsolidated 
undrained  compression  tests,  and  associated  index  tests, 
Including  Atterberg  limits,  natural  water  content  determina- 
tions and  a  specific  gravity  test.   Results  of  the  laboratory 
tests  were  used  in  developing  our  recommendations  for  founda- 
tion design.   The  laboratory  test  data  are  presented  in 
Appendix  B. 

3.3  Soil  Conditions 

The  soil  conditions  at  the  site  are  schematically 
illustrated  on  the  cross-sections  shown  in  Fig.  3.   The  loca- 
tions of  the  cross-sections  are  shown  on  Fig.  2.   The  soil 
conditions  are  known  only  at  the  boring  locations,  and  therefore 
Che  actual  soil  conditions  between  the  borings  may  differ  from 
those  shown  in  the  figures  and  described  in  this  report. 

An  asphalt  pavement  a  few  inches  thick  generally  covers 
the  ground  surface  which  varies  from  approximately  El.  +13  to 
El.  +18.   General  descriptions  of  the  soil  strata  encountered 
below  the  paved  asphalt  surface  in  the  borings  are  presented 
below,  beginning  at  the  ground  surface. 

Miscellaneous  Fill 

Fill  was  encountered  from  the  bottom  of  the  pavement  to 
depths  varying  from  16  feet  to  22  feet  (El.  -4  to  El.  -2).   The 
fill  consists  of  silty  sand,  organic  silty  sand,  and  gravel  with 
occasional  fragments  of  brick  and  miscellaneous  debris.   The 
standard  penetration  resistance  (N-values)  of  the  fill 
generally  varies  from  N=0  (weight  of  rods)  rod  to  N»43. 

Obstructions  were  encountered  in  the  fill  in  Borings  B2A 
and  B4A.   These  obstructions  may  have  been  boulders  or  granite 
blocks  in  the  fill. 


Organic  Silt 

A  14  fooc  to  18  foot  thick  layer  of  organic  silt  underlies 
the  fill.   The  bottora  of  the  organic  silt  varies  from  El.  -20 
to  El.  -21'  (BCB).   The  consistency  of  the  organic  silt  varies 
from  soft  to  medium  stiff,  with  N-values  in  the  organic  silt 
varying  from  N=0  (weight  of  rods)  to  N=6.   This  organic  silt 
contains  clay  and  occasional  shells,  lenses  of  sand  and/or  peat 
fibers. 

Peat 

A  1  foot  to  3  foot  thick  layer  of  peat  was  encountered 
below  the  organic  silt.  The  elevation  of  the  top  of  the  peat 
varies  from  El.  -20  to  El.  -22  (BCB). 

Silty  Fine  Sand 

Below  the  peat  layer,  a  1  to  2  foot  thick  layer  of  silty 
fine  sand  was  encountered  in  Borings  B1  and  B2 .   Because  this 
layer  Is  relatively  thin,  this  layer  is  probably  present  at  the 
other  boring  locations  but  may  have  been  missed  during  the 
sampling  process. 

Silty  Clay 

A  gray  silty  clay  was  encountered  below  the  peat  and/or 
the  silty  sand  layers.   The  top  of  the  clay  layer  varies  from 
El.  -22  to  El.  -26.   The  consistency  of  the  clay  ranges  from 
stiff  to  very  stiff  (N=»13  to  N=24)  within  the  top  7  feet  to 
10  feet  of  the  clay  (to  approximately  El.  -32)  and  medium  stiff 
to  very  stiff  (N=»6  to  N=21)  from  El.  -32  to  El.  -50.   Below 
this  elevation,  the  clay  becomes  softer  with  depth  and  in 
general  below  El.  -85  the  clay  is  unable  to  sustain  the  weight 
of  the  drilling  rods.   A  gravelly  zone  within  the  clay  was 
encountered  in  Boring  B2A  from  approximate  depths  of  92  feet  to 
94  feet. 

Glacial  Till 

Glacial  till  was  encountered  in  Boring  B2A  at  a  depth  of 
approximately  124  feet  (El.  -111).   The  thickness  of  till  is 
approximately  10  feet  to  11  feet  and  consists  of  a  mixture  of 
sand,  angular  gravel,  silt  and  clsy.   Standard  penetration  test 
N-values  in  the  till  are  over  100. 

Bedrock 

Bedrock  was  encountered  in  Boring  B2A  at  a  depth  of 
approximately  134  feet  (El.  -123)  and  was  cored  from  approximate 
depths  of  135  feet  to  144  feet.   The  rock  consists  of  a  gray 
arglllite  with  moderate  to  severe  jointing  and  fracturing  to  a 
depth  of  approximately  140  feet  with  a  RQD  (rock  quality 
designation)  value  of  8%  in  the  first  run  (from  135  feet  to 


140  feet).   In  the  second  run  fronj  approximately  140  feet  to 
144  feet,  the  ArgilLite  was  less  fractured  with  a  RQD  of  61%. 

3.4  Ground  Water  Conditions 

The  ground  water  levels  at  the  site  were  measured  in  the 
observation  well  installed  by  GEI  and  two  other  wells  installed 
by  others.   The  ground  water  elevation  was  found  to  be  between 
El.  7.4  and  El.  7.7  when  measured  on  July  15,  1987.   The  ground 
water  level  at  the  time  of  construction  may  be  different  due  to 
seasonal  fluctuations.   Ground  water  records  from  1979  to  the 
present  have  been  maintained  by  the  MBTA  prior  to  and  during 
construction  of  the  Southwest  Corridor.   There  are  .indications 
that  the  ground  water  level  at  a  well  on  iKe   site  has  varied 
_bfi£M!6.in..El."..+5  to  El.  +10  (BCB)  during  that  period. 

3.5  Foundations  of  Nearby  Structures  and  Underground  Utilities 

3.5.1  General 

The  foundations  of  nearby  structures  and  underground 
utilities  were  evaluated  by  reviewing  data  from  the  MBTA,  the 
Boston  City  Engineer's  Office,  the  Boston  Public  Library,  and 
data  provided  by  Notter,  Finegold  &  Alexander.   The  conditions 
described  in  this  section  of  the  report  are  based  on  limited 
data  available  to  us.   No  detailed  surveys  were  conducted  to 
verify  these  conditions.  The  actual  foundation  conditions  Q.f 
sorae_of  the  buildings  and  underground  utilities  that  have  an 
"Impact  oh,  or  are  potentially  affected-by  the  .construction 
should  be  verified  during  the  design  of  the  excavation  support 
lsy5.tenL_and/or.. during  construction,  as  recommended  in 
Section  4.5. 

3.5.2  Existing  Buildings  on  Site 

The  existing  buildings  on  site  consist  of  an  original  two- 
or  three-story  structure  that  was  constructed  circa  1919  and 
one-story  and  three-story  additions  built  circa  1949.   The 
buildings  are  partially  supported  on  wood  piles  (recorded  to  be 
30  feet  long)  and  concrete  caissons  of  unknown  size.    ^  i 

3.5.3  30  Garrison  Street 

The  building  at  30  Garrison  Street  is  currently  under 
construction  and  is  planned  to  be  four-  to  five-stories  tall 
when  completed.   Based  on  plant  provided  to  us  by  Notter, 
Finegold  &  Alexander,  the  foundations  for  the  building  consist 
of  belled  caissons  with  the  bells  constructed  within  the  upper 
part  of  the  gray  silty  clay  stratum.   Based  on  discussions  with 
parties  Involved  on  the  30  Garrison  Street  project,  the  origi- 
nal Intent  was  to  excavate  the  caisson  bells  in  the  organic 
silt  above  the  clay.   However,  because  of  the  presence  of  a 
thin  sllty  sand  layer  between  the  organic  silt  and  the  clay. 


and  the  water  Inflow  from  the  layer,  belling  in  the  silt  proved 
impractical.   As  a  result,  the  caissons  had  to  be  extended 
deeper  and  the  sizes  of  the  shafts  and  the  bells  had  to  be 
increased." 

Based  on  a  drawing  provided  to  us,  it  appears  that  the 
bells  of  some  of  the  caissons  may  extend  beyond  the  property 
line  of  30  Garrison  Street  into  the  32  Garrison  Street"' 
property.   The  maximum  extension  into  the  32  Garrison  Street 
"ifrbperty  line  appears  to  be  about_6._tnches .   This  should  be 
taken  into  account  when  considering  clearance  requirements  for 
driving  sheet  piles  for  excavation  support  or  the  planning  of 
caisson  locations  and  bell  sizes. 

The  basement  floor  was  constructed  as  a  slab  on  grade 
with  the  top  of  the  slab  at  approximately  El.  +12.   There  are 
grade  beams  4  feet  deep  under  parts  of  the  slab,  but  the  beams 
are  not  continuous  throughout  the  building.  ^ 

3.5.4  Shakespeare  Theatre  Building 

The  Shakespeare  Theatre  Building  consists  of  a  twoJsLui.y 
structure  with  high  ceilings  and  an  adjacent  structure  of  the 
same  height  but  with  three  stories.   Based  on  information 
available  to  Hotter,  Finegold  &  Alexander,  the  building  is 
supported  on  wood  piles  with  the  tops  of  the  piles  at  El.  +5 
(BCB). 

3.5.5  70  St.  Botolph  Street 

The  building  at  70  St.  Botolph  Street  across  the  north 
alley  from  the  site  is  an  eight-story  building  constructed 
circa  1972.   The  plans  for  the  building  indicate  that  the 
foundations  consist  of  belled  caissons  bearing  in  the  silty 
gray  clay  at  approximately  El.  -20  to  El.  -22  (BCB). 

3.5.6  Follen  Street  Residences 

The  buildings  across  the  west  alley  on  Follen  Street  are 
four-  to  five-story  (including  basement)  structures  which  were 
constructed  circa  1888.   The  foundations  consist  of  wood  piles, 
but  there  are  no  records  available  regarding  the  lengths  or  the 
cutoff  elevations  of  the  piles. 

3.5.7  Southwest  Corridor/META  Structure 

The  Southwest  Corrtdor/MBTA  Tunnel  on  the  south  side  of 
the  32  Garrison  Street  property  was  constructed  in  the  early 
1980's  using  the  slurry  wall  method  of  construction.  The 
concrete  wall  of  the  structure,  adjacent  to  the  32  Garrison 
Street  site,  extends  to  a  significant  depth  (to  approximately 
El.  -49,  BCB)  below  the  top  of  the  silty  clay  at  the  site. 
According  to  Mr.  William  Quinlan  of  the  MBTA,  the  temporary 
earth  support  system  used  during  construction  employed 
internal  bracing  rather  than  tieback  anchors. 


3.5.8   Underground  Utilities 

A  drawing  prepared  by  Allen,  Demurjian,  Major  &  Nttsch 
titled  Property  and  Topographic  Plan,  dated  September  1987 
shows  the  locations  of  various  underground  utilities  on  or 
adjacent  to  the  site.   Along  the  north  alley,  there  are 
numerous  utilities  including  sewer,  electrical,  telephone  and 
cable  TV.   Along  the  west  alley,  there  is  a  sewer  line  that 
runs  approximately  north  to  south  but  crosses  the  32  Garrison 
Street  property  line.   Under  the  west  half  of  the  site,  not 
occupied  by  buildings,  there  are  numerous  sewer  lines  and 
posstbly-a. burled  fuel  ,oil_tank. 


4.   RECOMMENDATIONS 
A. 1   Foundation  Design 

4.1.1  General 

Based  on  our  evaluation  "of  technical  and  economic  feasi- 
bility, we  recommend  that  piles  bearing  on  the  glacial  till 
and/or  bedrock  should  be  used  to  support  the  proposed  structure. 
Although  caissons  are  also  technically  feasible,  our  evaluations 
show  that  piles  are  more  economical  considering  the  building 
loads  and  the  design  of  basement  structural  floor  system  that 
has  been  developed  by  Aberjona  Engineering.   However,  because  of 
Renaissance  Properties',  concerns  with  the  possible  noise  and 
ground  vibrations  that  may  be  caused  by  pile  driving,  recommen- 
dations are  provided  in  the  following  sections  of  this  report 
for  both  options. 

4.1.2  Pile  Design  and  Installation 

Based  on  our  evaluation  of  various  types  of  piles,  we 
recommend  that  square  precast  prestressed  concrete  piles  as  the 
most  economical  type  of  piles  for  this  project.   The  optimal 
pile  size  would  be  a  14-inch  square  pile  with  a  nominal  maximum 
(  allowable  capacity  of  134  tons.   However,  concrete-filled  steel 
pipe  piles  and  H-piles  with  similar  capacities  are  also  tech- 
nically feasible,  and  the  final  choice  of  pile  type  should  be 
left  to  the  pi]i.e  contractor. 

Based  on  the  subsurface  conditions  encountered  in  Boring 
B2A,  we  estimate  that  the  tips  of  the  piles  will  meet  refusal 
within  the  glacial  till,  the  top  of  which  is  at  approximately 
El.  -Ill  which  is  approximately  _124_faet_.below  the  existing 
ground  surface.   However,  the  elevation  of  the  top  of  the  till 
and  the  depth  of  pile  penetration  into  the  till  may  vary  within 
the  site.   Assuming  that  the  piles  will  be  driven  from  the 
bottom  of  the  general  site  excavation  at  approximate  El.  +3 
(see  Section  4.5,  Excavation  and  Dewatering) ,  we  estimate  that 
the  pile  lengths  required  will  be  on  the  order  of  120  feet  to 

130  feet. For  precast  concrete  piles,  these  lengths  would 

_entail  providing  .a.niechanical  splice  of  two  precast  sections  to 
make'up  pbe  full  length  of.  pile. 

For  the  column  loads— that— hav£-been-provided-by-Aberj-ana 

y.ng4n<a(arinp,     an    a11nu?ah1g    pilp     Intkd    rapacity    of -134    tonS-VfOUld 

ippiy  t-har  mnaf   rnliinina  until  H  hg>  supported. by  either  one  or  two 
pn  PQ -   Because  of  the  basement  slab  and  the  grade  beams  that 
will  structurally  connect  the  pile  caps  together,  this  provides 
adequate  lateral  restraint  for  the  piles  and  columns  so  that 
they  are  not  considered  to  be  isolated.   Thus,  the  provision 
of  a  minimum  of  three  piles  per  pile  cap  which  would  otherwise 
be  required  by  the  Massachusetts  Building  Code  Section  732.4 
is  not  applicable  for  this  design.   The  structural  design  of 
the  pile  caps  should  consider  up  to  3  inches  of  off-center 


/deviation  in  the  position  of  the  piles  in  any  horizontal 
direction.   If  greater  deviations  should  occur  durinj^  actual 
pile  installation,  a  redesign  of  the  pile  caps  and  grade  beains 
may  be  necessary. 

For  pile  caps  with  more  than  one  pile,  the  iriiniinum  center 
to  center  spacing  between  any  two  concrete  piles  should  be  no 
less  than  2.5  times  the  square  root  of  the  cross-sectional 
area  at  the  pile  butt,  or,  30  inches,  whichever  is  less  (in 
accordance  with  Sections  732.2  and  7,36.5  of  the  Massachusetts 
State  Building  Code). 

Settlement  of  the  piles  under  the  design  loads  are 
generally  expected  to  be  1  inch  or  less.   Allowances  for  this 
magnitude  of  settlement  should  be  considered  in  the  design. 

To  minimize  the  volumetric  displacement  caused  by  pile 
driving  and  the  resulting  heave  that  may  occur  in  adjacent 
foundations,  we  recommend  that  the  piles  be  predrilled  to 
El.  -60  BCB  prior  to  driving.   The  size  of  the  predrilled  hole 
should  be  slightly  smaller  than  the  pile  size.   This  measure 
will  also  reduce  somewhat  the. duration  of  pile  driving  noise 
and  the  duration  and  intensity  of  the  ground  vibration. 

A  pile  load  test  in  accordance  with  the  Massachusetts 
State  Building  Code  Section  722.0  is  required  for  at  least  one 
of  Che  piles. 

A .  1  . 3   Caisson  Design  and  Installation 

The  bearing  stratum  for  the  caissons  is  the  silty  clay 
layer,  the  top  of  which  is  at  approximately  El.  -22  to 
EI.  -26.   It  is  our  opinion  that  the  bells  of  the  caissons 
cannot  be  formed  in  the  organic  silt  above  the  silty  clay 
because  of  a  sand  layer  between  the  silt  and  the  clay  which 
would  lead  to  a  large  inflow  of  water  during  excavation  of 
the  bells.   In  consideration  of  this,  we  recommend  that  an 
allowable  net  bearing  pressure  of  2  tons  per  square  foot  be 
used  in  the  design. 

The  net  bearing  pressure  at  the  base  of  a  caisson  is 
calculated  by  dividing  the  net  loads  on  the  caisson  base  by  the 
area  of  the  caisson  base.   The  net  loads  are  derived  from  the 
building  loads  plus  the  total  weight  of  the  pier  minus  the 
total  weight  of  excavated  soil.   For  design,  we  recommend  that 
a  value  of  50  pcf  be  used  as  the  difference  in  total  unit 
weight  between  the  caisson  and  excavated  soil. 

We  recommend  that  the  locations,  sizes  and  the  depths  of 
the  caissons  should  be  designed  in  accordance  with  the 
following  criteria: 

1.   The  bottom  of  the  caisson  shaft  should  be  planned 
to  extend  at  least  0.5  feet  below  the  top  of  the 
silty  clay  layer. 


2.   The  miniiTium  diameter  of  the  caisson  shaft  (and 

bell)  should  be  3  feet.   Larger  shaft  sizes  should 
be  used  if  needed. 


4. 


The  maximum  size  of  the  bell  should  be  12  fc-et  in 
diameter  under  normal  circumstances.   This  is  the 
maximum  size  that  can  be  machine  excavr-iced  by 
local  foundation  contractors.   Larger  bell  sizes 
could  be  used,  but  they  probably  would  have  to  be 
enlarged  from  1'2  feet  in  diameter  to  final  size 
using  expensive  hand  excavation. 

The  bell  diameter  should  not  exceed  2.5  times  the 
shaft  diameter. 


5.  The  flare  angle  of  the  bell  should  be  30"  from  the 
vertical.   The  vertical  side  at  tlie  outer  bottom 
edge  of  the  bell  should  be  at  least  4  inches  high. 

6.  The  bell  of  the  caisson  should  not  extend  more  than 
5  feet  below  the  top  of  silty  clay. 

7.  The  edges  of  the  bells  of  any  two  adjacent 
caissons  (including  existing  caissons  for  the 
adjacent  building  at  30  Garrison  Street)  should  be 
offset  from  each  other  by  at  least  1  foot. 

8.  For  any  two  adjacent  caissons,  the  base  elevations 
of  the  caissons  should  be  such  that  the  line 
between  the  bottom  edge  of  one  caisson  and  the 
other  is  2H:1V  or  flatter., 

9.  There  should  be  at  least  a  1  foot,  and  preferably 
a  2  foot,  clearance  between  the  side  of  the 
existing  30  Garrison  Street  building  and  the  side 
of  any  caisson  shaft.   This  will  reduce  the  possi- 
bility of  damage  to  the  existing  building  during 
caisson  construction. 
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In  accordance  with  Section  731 .6  of  Che  Massachusetts 
Building  Code,  the  bearing  surface  at  the  botton  of  each 
caisson  must  be  observed  and  tested  by  a  qualified  engineer  to 
verify  that  the  subgrade  is  undisturbed  and  has  adequate 
compressive  strength  to  support  the  design  bearing  pressure. 
We  recommend  that  the  shaft  diameter  of  drilled  caissons  be  a 
minimum  of  3  feet  to  allow  sufficient  space  for  an  engineer  to 
inspect  the  bearing  soil.   Temporary  steel  casing  must  be  used 
to  prevent  caving  of  the  walls  of  the  hole  during  installation 
and  inspection.   We  recommend  that  the  Inspector  be  a  geotech- 
nlcal  engineer  experienced  in  the  design  and  construction  of 
drilled  caissons.   Should  the  subgrade  strength  be  inadequate, 
field  adjustment  of  the  depth  and/or  bell  diameter  and/or  load 
capacity  of  the  caisson  may  be  required. 

The  organic  soils  (consisting  of  peat  and  organic  silt) 
and  the  underlying  silty  clay  could  be  fairly  permeable  due  to 
the  presence  of  sand  lenses  and  layers,  as  observed  in  the 
boring  samples.   If  ground  water  inflow  occurs,  the  flow  into 
the  excavation  must  be  collected  and  removed  to  prevent 
softening  of  the  clay  bearing  stratum.   This  is  typically 
accomplished  by  sump  pumps  or  by  submersible  pumps  if  the 
Inflow  volume  is  great.   If  water  inflow  occurs,  then  laborers 
preparing  the  base  of  the  caisson  should  work  from  planks  to 
minimize  disturbance  of  the  clay. 

4.2  Lateral  Earth  Pressures/Seismic  Design 

The  basement  wall  should  be  designed  to  withstand  a 
lateral  earth  pressure  corresponding  to  an  equivalent  fluid 
density  of  90  pcf.   An  additional  load  due  to  earthquake  should 
be  computed  in  accordance  with  the  Massachusetts  Stats  Building 
Code  Section  716.6.10,  using  a  total  unit  weight  t ^  =  120  pcf. 

The  site  is  classified  as  a  Class  B  site  for  earthquake 
design  in  accordance  with  the  Massachusetts  State  Building  Code 
Section  716.4.1.   A  soil  factor  S  equal  to  1.5  should  be  used 
in  the  base  shear  calculation. 

It  is  recommended  that  the  design  water  level  should  be 
set  at  El.  +1^2  when  considering  uplift  on  the  basement  slab. 
Although  tKe  maximum  past  ground  water  levels  that  have  been 
recorded  at  the  site  is  at  approximately  El.  +10  (BCB)  (See 
Section  3.4),  we  believe  that  the  higher  design  level  is 
prudent  to  account  for  possible  future  high  water  level 
conditions. 

We  recommend  that  the_basem_ent  slab  and  basement  walls 
should  be  made  w'aterpro'of .  ""The  type  of  waterproofing  depends 
on  the  level  of  performance  desired  for  the  intended  use  of  the 
subsurface  space  as  a  parking  garage.   If  some  dampness  of  the 
basement  walls  is  tolerable,  minimal  waterproofing  consisting 


of  wacerstops  at  all  joints  and  use  of  a  low  penueability 
'  concrete  mix  may  be  adequate.   If  a  higher  level  of 
waterproofing  is  desired,  bentonite  panels  or  a  membrane 
waterproofing  system  may  be  incorporated  under  the  basement 
slab,  grade  beams  and  along  the  walls  up  to  El.  +12  BCB. 

4.4   Frost  Protection 

We  understand  that  Renaissance  Properties  is  in  the 
process  of  deciding  whether  or  not  the  basement  garage  should 
be  heated  in  the  winter.   If  the  basement  garage  is  no^  heated, 
thei:£_iDay.. be. .problems  with  freezing  of  the  ground  water  and 
soils  under  the  basement  slab  and  up  around  the  lower  portion 
of  the  basement  walls,  since  the  ground  water  is  generally  at 

,.or  abb-ve-the  elevation  of  the  basement 'floor,'  However; 'the  ~ 
depth  of  frost  penetration  in  the  covered  garage  would  not  be 

.iiS— severe,  compared  to  a  situation  with  open  exposure  to  the 
el.enients. 

To  mitigate  the  potential  problems  due  to  frost,  we 
recommend  that  the  bottoms  of  the  pile  caps  and  grade  beams 
should  be  designed  to  be  at  least  3  feet  below  the  top  of  the 
basement  slab.   The  outside  of  the  basement  walls  up  to  El.  +12 
(BCB)  should  be  insulated  to  reduce  the  transmission  of 
freezing  temperatures  to  the  soil.   In  addition,  one  of  the 
following  measures  should  be  considered: 

1 .  Insulate  the  bottom  of  the  structural  basement 
slab  and  the  sides  and  bottoms  of  the  grade  beams 
and  pile  caps  to  reduce  the  transmission  of 
freezing  temperatures  to  the  soil. 

2.  Replace  the  fill  soils  underneath  the  floor  slab 
for  a  minimum  depth  of  3  feet  with  a  clean  free- 
draining  gravel.   Also  provide  at  least  1  foot  of 
free-draining  gravel  beneath  the  grade  beams  and 
pile  caps.   The  gravel  underneath  the  slab  should 
be  continuous  with  and  be  hydraulically  connected 
to  the  gravel  underneath  the  grade  beams  and  pile 
caps.   These  details  would  provide  drainage  of 
water  so  that  as  the  soil  and  water  freezes,  the 
freezing  front  will  push  the  excess  water  downward 
instead  of  producing  upward  ice  expansion 
pressures  on  the  basement  slab. 


4.5   Excavation  Support  and  Dewaterin^ 
4.5.1   General 

It  is  anticipated  that  a  general  excavation  to  approxima- 
tely El.  +2  to  El.  +3  (BCB)  may  be  necessary  to  construct  the 
grade  beams  and  pile  caps  at  the  site.   Since  the  existing 
ground  surface  is  generally  at  El.  +13  to  +14,  the  excavation 
would  be  approximately  10  feet  to  11  feet  deep  in  most  areas 
and  the  bottom  of  the  excavation  would  be  within  the  fill 
stratum.   It  is  our  assessment  that  excavation  to  such  a  level 
is  feasible  and  will  not  cause  any  instability  or  bottom  heave 
of  the  organic  soils  below  the  fill  at  the  site.   If  excava- 
tions to  greater  depths  are  required,  we  recommend  that  the 
excavations  be  restricted  in  horizontal  dimension  to  minimize 
any  potential  problems  with  overall  excavation  stability. 
Since  the  ground  water  level  at  the  site  may  be  expected  to 
vary  from  approximately  El.  +8  to  El.  +10  (BCB),  excavations  to 
El.  +2  or  El.  +3  (BCB)  will  require  dewatering  of  the  site. 

Schematics  of  the  site  constraints  that  should  be 
considered  in  the  excavation  design  are  illustrated  in  Figs.  4 
through  7.   A  discussion  of  these  constraints  follows  below. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  dimensions  and  elevations  of 
existing  and  proposed  structures  and  the  locations  of  under- 
ground utilities  are  schematic  representations  based  on 
limited  data  available  at  the  present  time.   All  dimensions, 
elevations  and  locations  should  be  verified  during  the  design 
of  the  excavation  support  system  and/or  during  construction. 
We  especially  recommend  obtaining  detailed  as-built  drawings  of 
the  structure  at  30  Garrison  Street  and  further  verifying  the 
locations  and  elevations  of  underground  utilities  under  the 
north  alleyway. 

4.5.2   North  Side 

Fig.  4  shows  a  cross-section  through  the  north  side  of  the 
proposed  building.   Along  the  north  alley,  the  ground  surface 
elevation  varies  from  approximately  El.  +14  to  El.  +18.   Some 
regrading  of  the  ground  surface;  will  be  required  to  accommodate 
the  planned  garage  exit/entry  ramp  shown  in  Fig.  4.   The  major 
consideration  for  excavation  along  the  north  alley  is  the 
presence  of  underground  utilities  in  this  alley.   As  indicated _ 
by  the  Property  and  Topographic  Plan  prepared  by  Allen, 
Demurjian,  Major  &  Nitsch  dated  September  1987,  in  addition  to 
the  sewer  pipe  shown  in  Fig.  4,  there  are  also  electrical. 
Cable  TV  and  telephone  conduits  buried  in  the  area,  the  eleva- 
tions of  which  are  not  indicated  on  the  plan. 


4.5.3  West  Side 

Fig.  5  shows  a  cross-section  through  the  proposed 
building  along  the  west  alley  which  is  the  driveway  for  the 
adjacent  Follen  Street  residences.   Based  on  available 
information,  there  is  only  one  buried  utility  in  this  area, 
i.e.,  the  sewer  pipe  running  roughly  north  to  south,  but  which 
crosses  the  property  line.   This  sewer  line  will  have  to  be 
removed  and  perhaps  relocated  during  construction. 

4.5.4  South  Side 

The  south  side  of  the  excavation  is  bounded  by  MBTA 
Southwest  Corridor  Structure  as  shown  in  Fig.  6.   There  is 
approximately  7  to  1 0  feet  between  the  project  property  line 
and  the  wall  of  the  Southwest  Corridor  Structure.   Since  the 
bottom  of  the  wall  is  founded  in  the  silty  clay,  the  wall  acts 
as  an  effective  seepage  cutoff  along  this  side  of  the  excava- 
tion.  Assuming  that  a  temporary  construction  easement  can  "be 
obtained,  excavation  can  proceed  right  up  to  this  wall. 

4.5.5  East  Side 

The  east  side  of  the  excavation  Is  adjacent  to  the 
30  Garrison  Street  Building  presently  under  construction. 
The  structure  Is  founded  on  caissons  with  grade  beams  (at 
some  locations)  and  a  slab  on  grade.   The  major  consideration 
lalong  this  side  of  the  excavation  is  to  prevent  water  inflow 
ifrom  washing  out  the  soils  from  underneath  the  slab  on  grade. 
I  In  addition,  lowering  of  the  ground  water  table  should  be 
prevented  since  this  could  lead  to  settlements  within  the 
organic  silt  layer  which  could  also  disrupt  the  slab  on 
grade. 

Note  that  construction  records  Indicate  that  the  bells  of 
some  of  the  caissons  under  30  Garrison  Street  may  extend  into 
the  32  Garrison  Street  property.   The  maximum  extension  into 
the  32  Garrison  Street  property  line  appears  to  be  about 
6  inches.   The  caisson  locations  should  be  verified  from  a 
review  of  final  as-built  drawings  of  30  Garrison  Street.   To 
avoid  damaging  the  30  Garrison  caissons,  sheet  piles  should 
not  be  driven  with  offsets  less  than  1  foot  from  the  property 
line. 

4.5.6  Recommended  Excavation  Design 

Given  the  constraints  discussed  above,  we  recommend 
performing  the  excavation.usi'ng  ateeJ — sheet  pil&a->  Although 
we  also  evaluated  the  possibility  of  performing  an  open  cut 
sloped  excavation  along  the  north  and  west  alleyways,  we  do 
not  recommend  this  option.   Dewatering  of  an  open  cut  excava- 
tion would  require  the  use  of  a  wellpoint  system  and  would 
result  in  temporary  lowering  of  the  local  ground  water  levels. 
Lowered  ground  water  levels  are  a  concern  because  of  the 


possible  deterioracion  of  wood  piles  under  adjacent  structures 
that  may  result  from  exposure  of  the  tops  of  the  piles  to  air. 
Though  it  is  unlikely  that  temporary  dewatering  would  cause 
significant  deterioration,  we  believe  it  is  prudent  to  avoid 
such  a  condition.   Also,  considering  the  cost  of  operating  a 
wellpoint  system.  a_sheet  pile  excavation  may  also  be  more 
economical. 

Sheet  pilea -should  be  installed  along  the  east,  north, 
and  west  sides  of  the  site,  but  it  is  not  necessary  to  install 
them  along  the  Southwest  "Corridor  structure  along  the  south 
side  of  the  site.   However,  the  line  of  sheet  piles  installed 
along  30  Garrison  Street  and  the  west  alleyway  should  extend 
right  up  to  and  butt  against  the  Southwest  Corridor  structure 
in  order  to  facilitate  seepage  control  at  the  joint  between 
the  sheet  piles  and  the  Southwest  Corridor  structure. 

^he  steel  sheet  piles  should  be  installed  to  extend  below 
the_  f  ill  _at  the  site  and  penetrate  into  the. underlying  organic 
silt  a  sufficient  depth  to  provide  a  cutoff  for  ground  water. 
The  depth  of  penetration  should  be  selected  considering  that 
layers  and  lenses  of  relatively  more  pervious  sand  may  exist 
in  the  organic  silt.   In  addition,  vertical  loading  of  the 
sheet  piles  through  friction  from  the  soil  and  any  loads  from 
tieback  anchors  should  be  taken  into  account.   This  considera- 
tion may  necessitate  driving  the  sheet  piles  deeper  to  bear  in 
the  silty  clay  stratum  especially  if  inclined  tiebacks  are 
used. 

We  recommend  that  the  steel  sheet  pile  system  should  be 
supported  or  braced  using  a  combination  of  berm  and.rakers 
and/or  tieback  anchors,  A  system  of  berms  and  rakers  would 
probably  be  necessary  along  the  30  Garrison  Street  side, 
whereas  tieback  anchors  can  be  employed  along  the  west 
alley/driveway.   Tiebacks  may  be  feasible  along  the  north 
alley  if  they  do  not  cause  interference  with  the  underground 
utilities  in  the  area.   Depending  on  the  excavation  levels  as 
required  by  the  final  building  design  and  the  easements  that 
may  be  obtained  along  the  alleys,  it  may  be  possible  to 
install  sheet.piles  with  a  sloped  cut  in  back  of  the  sheet 

..fdl&s^ This  could  conceivably  lead  to  a  cantilevered  sheet 

Pile  design  which  would  not  require  tiebacks  or  rakers  along 
the  alleyways.   However,  it  should  be  noted  that  larger  ground 
icovement  would  also  result,  and  this  may  cause  some  movements 
of  buried  utilities  under  the  alleyways. 

Although  steel  sheet  piling  will  provide  a  cutoff  against 
ground  water  seepage  into  the  excavation,  some  seepage  can 
still  be  expected  to  occur.   This  seepage  and  any  rainfall 
that  occurs  should  be  collected  and  pumped  out  of  the  excava- 
tion by  an  appropriate  arrangement  or  collecting  ditches  and 
sump-pits.   Recharge  of  the  ground  water  levels  outside  the 
excavation  may  also  be  required. 


Reproduced   from  U.S.    Geological   Survey   7.5  minute    topographic  map   for 
South  Boston,  MA,   quadrangle,    1979. 
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APPENDIX  A 


DRILLER'S  LOGS 


Appendix  A  contains  the  driller's  boring  logs  for  the  five 
borings,  Bl  through  B5 ,  drilled  on  July  6  through  July  10, 
1987.   Two  additional  borings  B2A  and  B4A  were  drilled  on 
October  10  and  11,  1987.   All  the  borings  were  drilled  by 
Guild  Drilling  Company,  Inc.,  of  East  Providence,  Rhode 
Island.   The  locations  of  the  borings  are  shown  in  Fig.  2. 

Boring  Program 

The  borings  were  advanced  to  depths  of  55  feet  to 
144  feet,  generally  using  standard  wash  boring  techniques. 
Standard  penetration  tests  with  split-spoon  samples  were  taken 
at  about  5-foot  intervals.   Bedrock  was  cored  in  Boring  B2A 
using  an  NX-core  barrel.   An  engineer  from  GEI  was  on  the  site 
full  time  to  observe  the  drilling  operations  and  describe  the 
soils  encountered. 

The  subsurface  soil  profiles  shown  in  Fig.  3  are  based  on 
visual  laboratory  classifications  of  split-spoon  samples  by 
GEI.   In  general,  the  descriptions  in  the  driller's  logs  are  a 
reasonable  representation  of  the  soils  encountered  in  the 
field.   Changes  made  by  GEI  to  the  driller's  logs  are  shown  in 
Italics. 

The  boring  locations  were  established  by  our  field 
engineer  using  tape  distances  from  existing  structures.   The 
ground  surface  elevations  at  the  borings  were  also  surveyed  by 
GEI  personnel  using  the  benchmarks  established  by  Otte  &  Dwyer, 
as  indicated  in  their  survey  of  the  site  dated  March  26,  1987. 

The  surface  elevations  at  the  boring  locations  are  as 
follows : 

Ground  Elevation 
Boring  Feet,  (Boston  City  Base) 

Bl  13.1 

B2  13.2 

B3  13.2 

B4  13.9 

B5  18.2 

B2A  13.2 

B4A  13.9 
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5 

13   lU"^,, 

r-^ 

^"■^ 

64'-65'6" 

_IL- 

I 

4 

5 

14 

18"lr 

Bottcjm  of  Boring   65'5" 

1 

1 

GROUND 

SJRFACE    TO 

USED 

"C 

ASING. 

THFN 

■ 

ifT^pie    Type 

Dry    C: Cored    WiAoshed 
-Undisturbed  Piston 

':Tr?lPit     A:Ajgcr    V^Vone  Test 
'-'Jf-i  i'.'^ti   Thinwoll 


Proportions  Used 
froce  0)010% 
little  10  to  20% 
some  20to35% 
end        35  to  50% 


l40lt)Wt.i30"foiion  2  OD  Sompier 
Co^esioniess   Density 
O-iO         Loose 
10-30   ••'ed  Dense 
30-50        Dense 
50  +    Very  Dense 


I  Summary- 

Coh«sive  Consistency  Eorth  Bor.rxi 

0-4       Soft         30  +  Mord     Roc*  Cor.no 

4-6    V/Stitf  I  S— :ies  

8-i5       Sttf  r 

15-30  V-Siiff  i 


.LE    NO     B-1 


GJ  GUILD    DRII-I-HMQ    GU.,  IIMU-. 

•^  100    WATER    STREET  EAST    PROVIDENCE,    R     I 

.^        r.Pntechnical  Enaineers^gnc. lAOORESS      Winchester,  Mass. 

Lect  name  _32_Garrison_Street Location  .Boston^JMl- 

lEPORT  SENT  TO Sli^ii^fi I  ''^O-J  '^Q 

SAMPLES  SENT  TO I^'-H    ^t    Site |  OUR  JOB  NO 


DATE   

MOLE  NO 


B-2 


GROUND    SURFACE    TO 

Sompie    Type 
,.    0:Dry    C:Cored    W:.voshed 
\     UP- Undisturbed  Piston 
1     TPiTe5tP'     AiAjqer    V:VaneTest 

UTiLindistj'.ed   Thin^^oil 


Proportions  Used 
troce  OtoiO% 
10  to  20% 
20to357c 


little 

so-ne 
ond 


I40it)  Wt.i  30"'oii  on  2'  0  D-  Sompier 


Cohesioniess  Density 
O-iO         Loose 
10-30   Med  Dense 
3C-50        Dense 


^uioj3  iz  3C-50        Dense 

35  to  50%  1       50+    Very  Dense 


Cohesive  Consistency 

0-4      Sc't        30  ■♦■  Mord 
4-8     M/Stiff 
8-i5        £'■'< 
15-30  V-Stilf 


SUMVAQ> 
Eorth  Boroq       iZl 
Rocn  Coring  ____ 

I   Sompi«$  ~^ 

\  MOLE     NO      bT 


GUILD    DRILLIMG    CO.,  iim«-. 

100   WATER    STREET  EAST    PROVIDENCE,   R    ' 


GROUND    SJRFACE    TO 
Sompie    Type 

0:Dry    C--Cored    W^'Aosn-d 
LIP--UndisturDed  Piston 
TPtTe5tP'i     A^Ajgc    V:VoneTesi 
UT-U'^dtSturted   Thinwoll 


USED 

Proportions  Used 
troce  01010% 
hftie  10  to  20% 
some  20to35% 
ond        35  to  50% 


Bottom  of  Boring  121' 
servation  Well   at   20 
Sch     40  Solid   -   2  Bags   of  Ottawa  Sa|^ 
f  rlv^eAt   -  ^"^   ^"  ^°^<^  ^°^ 

■'CASING:        THEN 


1401b  Wf. «  30"toii  on  2"0  D  Somoier 


Cohesionless   Density 
O-iO         Loose 
10-30   Med.  Dense 
30-SO        Ce-se 
50+    Very  Dense 


Cohesive  Consistency 

0-4      Soft        30+Hord 
4-8    M/Stiff 

8-15  S':t< 

15-30  V-StiH 


Summary- 


Eofth  Boroq 
Rock  Coring 

Sompies  


1  hCLE    NO    B-- 


i  GUILD    DRILLING    CD.,  INC. 

100   WATER    STREET  EAST   PROVIDENCE,   R    I 

Geotechnlcal  Engineers,  Inc.  lAnnRFQ^      Winchester,  Mass. 

32  Garrison  Street 


.ROJECT  NAME  _ 
EPORTSENTTO. 


above 


lADORESS 

Location 


Boston,   Mass. 


AMPLES  SENT  TO. 


Taken  at  Site 


PPOJ  NO 

OUR  JOB  NO. 


!-lll 


GROUND  AATER  OBSERVATIONS 
Ofler Hours 


after Hours 


Type 

Suei  D 
Hcmmer  *f 
Hammer  Foil 


CASING 

HM 
.    4" 
300/^ 
24" 


SAMPLER 

s/s 

1-3/8" 

140// 
30" 


CORE  BAR 


BIT 


SHEET i 

OATI   

HOLE  NO  _ 

LINE  a  STA 

OfFSfT  

SUf^  ELEV. 


Of, 


B-3 


START 
COMPLETE 
TOTAL   MRS. 
BORING  FOREMAN 

INSPeCTOfl  

SO(LS  ENCR 


7/9/87 
7/10/87 


A.   Mason 


LOCATION   OF  BORING 


Cosing 

P«r 

foo» 


Somple 

Depths 

From-  To 


Type 
of 

Sompie 


Blows  per  6 

on  Sampler 

From   To 


0-6 


6-12 


i2-i8 


MOiSture 

Density 
or 

Consist 


Siroto 
Cnonge 


SOIL    IDENTIFICATION 
Remarks  include  color, grodo'ion,  Type  of 
soil  etc    Rocii-coior.fype,  condition,  hard- 
ness, Drilling  time,  secmj  and  etc 


fllauk  Tup 


SAVP^E 


6"-r 


16 


16 


2'6" 


Brown  fine   to  coarse  SA2^, 
some  silt,    trace  of  fine 
to  medium  gravel   -  FILL 


4'-5'6' 


10 


Gray  fine  to  coarse  SAND, 
little  fine  to  medium 
gravel,  trace  of  silt, 
cinders  &  brick-  fill 


9'-10'6' 


12 


14T-15'6' 


4  18" 


18' 


19'-2(:)'6 


24 '-25 '6^ 


^TT 


MU 


f  r  f  f  r 
no 

strata 
change 


Organic   clayey 
Gray  SILT,  -6-EAoe--o-f--o-lay 


Organic  clayey 
Gray ^ SILT,  trace  nf  cl^y., 
peat  &  shells 


29'-30'6 


18 


7  llS'-l 


34'-35'6" 


34' 


12" 


36' 


PEAT   and    organic    SILT 


36'-38' 


UP 


Gray  CLAY 

51*.  cy 


38'6"-40'6"  UP 


PI 


■n 


GROUND    SURFACE    TO 
Sompie    Type 

0:Ory    C: Cored    W:Aasn-;d 
UPiUndisiurced  Piston 
TP:Te5tPii     A:Ajgi.'r    \/:Vone  Test 
UTrUndijfu'Ced   Thinwoil 


USEDHW 


Proportions  Used 
Iroce        OtoiO% 

little  I0io20% 
some  201035% 
ond        35  to  50% 


"CASING.       THEN 
I40IB  Wf.x30"foMon  2"0  0.  Somcier 


Open  Hole   to  3a 


Cohesioniess  Density 
O-iO         Loose 
10-30   Med  Dense 
30-50        Dense 
50  +    Very  Dense 


Conesive  Consistency 

0-4      Soft        30  ■♦■  Hord 
4-S     V,S'iff 
8-15        SiiK 
15-30  V-Stit» 


Summary 
Eorth  Bcr^    30  ' 
R:>c»  Coring 

^  -:»>     "~t: 


hcle   no    b- 


w* 


^3^               GUILD    DRILLING    CD 

'&^                                          100    WATER    STREET              pact    oonv/iriCMrt 

.,  INC. 

D       1 

')                                                                                              ' 

ADDRESS 
LOCATION 

1  DO 

HmFt^n            B-3              | 

(OJECT  N 
•.lPORT  se 
llMPLES  S 

Aup                                                                                             1 

LINE  a  STA. 

OFFVT 

1 

MTTO 

1 

PKJT  TH                                                                                                       1  on 

R JOB  NO 

88-111 

SURF  Elev. 

i 

GROUND  WATER  OBSERVATiC.NS 

CASING          SAMPLER          CORE  BAR 

START 
COMPLETE 
TOTAL   MRS 
BORIVG  FOR 
IKSPtaOR 
SOILS  ENCR 

Oo't 

T  mi                 ; 
Q  m 

1                                               nftpr                      rini,r« 

Type 

Q    T 

Sizel  D 
Hcnmer  Wt 

FUAM 

BIT 

• 

Hnmm(>r  Fnll 

LOCATION  OF  BORING                           .     .  - 

Cosing 

Blows 

per 

foot 

Somple 

Depths 

From-  To 

Type 

of 
Sompie 

Blows  per  6" 
on  Sompier 
From                To 

Moisture 

Density 
or 

Consist 

Strota 

Chonge 

Elev 

SOIL    IDENTIFICATION 
Remorks  include  COlOr^groOotion,  Type  Of 
soil  etc.   Rock- color, type,  confliiion,  hard- 
ness, Dmimg  time,  seams  and  etc 

s..=.t     j 

Nc 

P.|pe:l 

0-6 

1    6-12 

1    ;2-i8 

58'6" 

silty 
Gray  CLAY 

A 

I 

1 

41'6"-43' 

D 

3 

7 

B 

5 

15"17", 

1 

1 

""■ 

, 

46 '-47 '6" 

D 

b 

8 

8 

10 

15"lc" 

1       ' 

51'-52'6" 

D 

3 

4 

6 

IT- 

18*' 18", 

1 

1 

1 

55 '-57' 

UP 

P  R 

E   S 

;  E  D 

P3 

24<i2-" 

1 

57'-58'6" 

D 

4 

5 

8 

12 

_iy'17" 

i 

Bottom  of  Boring   58'6" 

; 

^""■" 

^™^^- 

^^^ 

^^^" 

1 

f 

^^^ 

__ 

GROUND    SURFACE    TO  

ompie    Type 

:Dry    C:Cored    Wrwoshed 

P:  Undisturbed  Piston 

P:TestPii     A:Auger    V^VoneTest 
TiU^d'Stu'^e!?   Thinwcll 


USED 


Proportions  Used 
troce  OtolO% 
little  iOto20% 
some  20to357c 
ond        35  to  50% 


'CASING.        THEN 

1401b  Wt.i  30" foil  on  2"0  0  Sompier 


Cohesioniess   Density 
O-iO         Loose 

10-30   Med  Dense 
30-50        Dense 
50  +     Very  Dense 


Cohesive  Consistency 

0-4      Soft        30+ Mora 

4-8  M/Stiff 
8-i5  Siitf 
15-30  V-?''tf 


SUMMARY 

Earth  BorK\g    

Rock  Coring  

Scrcj   . 


h':lz    no  e-3 


mf^K^mtfrnffigir^^*  i»w  nu^^iw 


J' 


4  GUILD    DRILLING    CD.,  INC. 

*                                        100    WATER    STREET              EAST    PROVIDENCE,    R     I 
Geotechnical  Engineers,    Inc.            iaodrESS       Winchester.  Mass. 
tojCCTrjr-E     32  Garrison  Street  .  Location      Boston,   Mass, 


fPORT  SENT  TO 


Above 


VMPLES  SENTTO     Taken  At    Site. 


I PROJ  NO  — 
OUR  JOB  NO 


HH-'^^n 


GROUND  <VATER  OBSERVATIONS 

3'8" 


ofter-C2S5p.«iours 


after Hours 


LOCATION  OF  BORING 


T,,-;e 
Size.  0 
Hcnmer  Wt 
Momr>er  Foil 


CASING 

HW  NW 

Econo 

-Bit 


SAMPLER 

s/s 
1-3/8" 

3Q" 


BIT 


9ncc  <  ^—. 
OATt  

HOLE  NO   

LINE  a  STA. 

OFFS£T  

SUPF-  ELEV. 


B-2A 


START 
COMPLETE 
TOTAL   MRS. 
SORING  FORtWtAN 

IK5PtCT0«  hiL 

SCWLS  ENGR 


OO  T    "r.t 

10/10/87 


lO/lC/87 


J.  phrrrr^ 

■      b5-     LialJ 


Cosing 
Blows 

foot 


Somple 

Oepttis 

From-  To 

85^-91' 


Tyoe 
of 

Sompie 


125'-126' 


Slews  per  6 

on  Sorr.pier 

Frprp  To 


C-6  16^2  I    i2 


130'-131'6 


32. 


53 


l^H. 


Moisture 

Density 
or 

Consist 


135'-135'2 


135'2-135' 


T?S'3-139'  LO  C 


139 '10- 143 


Ro] ler 


WC 


T7U7 


73 


Bit 


^ 


80 


Siroto 

Cnonge 

Eiev 


SOIL    IDENTIFICATION 
Remorks  incluO*  color,  grodotion,  Typt  of 

soil  eic    Rock-color, type, condition,  nord- 
ness,  Drilling  time,  seoms  ona  etc       


123'6' 


CLAY,  trace  of  Gravel 
(No  Samples  Required 
from  0'  -  125') 

(started  losing  water  at 
91'  to  92',  regained  water 
at  94') 


SAMPLf 


Nc      Pen|Pe: 


Gray  gravely  TILL 


T73CQ^it 


134' 


JAllli- 


Gray     ARGILLirE 


Bottom  of  Boring  143'    10" 


12  V 


TB^ 


3   I  2 


crjiU: 


C2  1&"[L 


39' 


GROUND    SURFACE    TO 
Sompie    Type 

0:Dry    C^Cc-ed    W:Aasn*d 
UP-UnflisturSed   Piston 

TP-.  TjM  Pit     A-Ajqcr    V-VoneTest 
UT:Un^istu-''«d   ThinwQil 


USED     HW 


•WTo^nrr 


Proporfions  Used 
troce  do  10% 
little  10  to  20% 
some  2010  25% 
end         35  to  50% 


'CASING;       THEN 

14016  Wf.«  30"foM  on  2"0  D.  Sorrpier 


Cohesionless   Density 
O-iO         Loose 
10-30   Med  Dense 
30-50        Dense 
50  +    Very  Dense 


Cohesive  Consistency 

0-4      Soft        30  +  Hord 
4-e    M/Siiff  _ 

8-i5         SMf 
15-30  V-Stiff 


Eortt<  Sor.-«;  ^  -J,- 
RoCK  Coring      p 

Somcifs         3 


HO'^E     SO 


^ 


h9  I^Uil-D     DI-IIL. 

B^  100   WATER    STREET 

y  Geotech:  leal  Engineers,  Inc. 
?BECT  NAME      32  Garrison  Street 

E.^)RT  SENT  TO above 

APLES  SENT  TO. 


L.IIMG    CO.,  INC 

EAST   OROVIDENCE,   R    I 
lADORESS       Winchester,   Mass. 
Ilocatign      Boston,   Mass. 


Taken  at  Site 


PRO  J  NO — 
|0OR  JOBNO, 


■111 


O'-'tC  > 

DATt   

HOLE  NO    _ 
UNE  a  STA. 

Of  FSET  

SORT  ELEV, 


E-4 


GROUND  WATER  OeSERVATiONS 
Jt. ofief_16 Hours 


Type 

S.zei  D 
ricmmer  *t 
Hommer  Foil 


CASING 

NW 
3" 

•300^A 
24" 


SAMPLER 

s/s 

1-3/8" 

14WA 
30" 


CORE  BAR 


BIT 


START 
COMPLETE 
TOTAL  MRS. 
BORING  FOREMAN 

iKSPECTOfl  

SOILS  £>*GR 


Do'« 

7/8/87 

7/8/87 


T  "^t 


.^ 


A,  Mason 


f  CATION  OF  BORING 


Sample 

Depths 

From-  To 


Type 

of 

Sompie 


Blows  per  6 
on  Sompier 
T'om To 


0^1    6-12      .2-iS 


Moisture 

Density 
or 

Consist 


Sirnta 
Chonge 


SOIL   IDENTIFICATION 
Remorks  mclufle  color, grodotion,  Type  of 
soil  etc    Roci»-color,typ«,  conOiiion,  nord- 
ness ,  Drilling  time,  seoms  and  etc 


Ulatjk  'i'l 


SAMPLE 


Pen 


6"-2" 


2T 


22 


21 


1'6' 


Dark  Gray   tine   to  coarse 
SAND,    little   fine   to  medium 

travel,    trace  of  .silt  6t 
rick  -  FILL 


TF" 


IC 


4'-5'6' 


10 


12 


11 


Brown  Gray  fine  to  coarse 
SAKD,  little  fine  to 
medium  gravel,  trace  of 
silt-  FILL 


18*  1£ 


9'-10'6" 


18 


14'-15'6 


"5-[? 


16' 


19'-20'6" 


Organic  clayey 
Gray  SILT,  -fcrace--(>i-  elay 


5  iS"l" 


24'-25'6' 


=  12" 


•  -init'i 


29'-30'6 


1   =  12" 


34' 


34'-35'6' 


BLACK    ORGANIC  peat 


35'6' 


Cray   silty   day 


T7 


GROUND    SURFACE    TO 

mpie    Type 

Dry    C:Cored    W=Aosh<d 

i  Undisturbed  Piston 

iTeytPii     A-AjgtT    ViVoneTest 

^Undisturted  Thinwoil 


USED 


TT 


Proportions  Used 
iroce  0(010% 
little        iOto20% 

4ome       201035% 


CASING:         THEN 
l40lbWf.»30"folion2' OD  SoT-pier 


Upen  noie    ^o    03 ' D" 


18 


Ul 


•1: 


•T 


Cohesioniess  Density 
O-iO         Loos* 
tO-50   Med  Dense 
30-50        Dense 


ond         35  to  50%  50+    Very  Dense 

iii»JWWUJiJu»j..iijiLiJimiwiii  w 


Cohesive  Consisttocy 
0-4       Soft        30- 
4-8    IK^ /Stiff 

e-i5      S'ff 

15-30  V-Siit( 


Earth  a<y<x  P*  6 
Roc«  Cormg  ____ 
Sompie*  it; 


HCl-Z     NO 


f^emtBfmi'viin  urn  IM1MO 


JOO   WATER    STREET  EAST    PROVIDENCE,   R 


DATE 


GROUMO   SURFACE    TO 
Somple    Type 

OiDry    C^CoTed    W=A05n-d 
UP:UndiS»urOed   Piston 
TP:Te5i  Pi'     A  =  Ajqcr    V:Von«Test 
UT:UnCislurbed   ThinwoH 


Proportions  Used 
iroce  Otoia% 
Mile  iOio20% 
some  20*035% 
and        35  to  50% 


14016  Wt  I  30" toll  on  2  0  D.  Soapier 


Cohesionless   Density 
O-iO         Loose 
10-30   Med  Dense 

30-50        Cense 
50  +    Very  Dense 


Cohesive  Consistency 

0-4      Soft        30  +  hord 
4-8    M/Siiff 


Eorih  Bcr<i\   

Rock  Coring  

Sof^pies  


15-30  V-St,t« 


1  MO^E     no      B' 


GUILD    DRILLING    CO.,  IIMC, 

100    WATER    STREET  EAST    C'ROVIDENCE,    R     I 


Geot'  hnical  Engineers.  Inc. 
32  Garrison  Street 

above 


ro 

PROJECT  NAME  - 
REPORT  SENT  TO 


lADDRESS 


Winchester,   Mass. 


Location    Boston,  Mass. 


SAMPLES  SENT  TO. 


Taken  at  Site 


PROJ  NO  — 

Our  JOB  NO 


88-111 


GROUND  AATER  OBSERVATiCNS 


2' 


ofter. 


0 


,  Hours 


ofter Hours 


LOCATION  OF  BORING 


Type 
5.26  1  D 
Hcnmer  Wt  • 
Hommer  Fall 


CASING 

NW 

3" 
30WA 

24" 


SAMPLER 

s/s 

17378" 

30" 


CORE  BAR 


BIT 


DATE  

HOLE  NO    

LINE  a  STA, 

OFFSET  

SURF  ElEV 


B-5 


Do'« 


T:'l^i 


START  7/10/87      

COMPLETE     7/10/S7     

TOTAL  HRS.  ,        ^ 

BOR|^^  FOREMAN      A.   Mason 

1><SPECT0R  — 

SCMLS  ENGR 


Cosing 

Blows 

per 

foo* 


Sompie 

Depth's 

From-  To 


Type 

of 

Sompie 


34'-35'6' 


D       2 


Blows  per  6 

on  Sompier 

Frprn To 


0-6 


39'-40'6 


44'-4b'b 


49 '-50' 6' 


6-12 


3         3 


12-18 


Moisture 

Density 
or 

Consist 


3 — 3     r~ 


T~ 


D       5 


54'-55'6" 


TTT 


10 


GROUND    SURFACE    TO  

Sompie    Type 

0:Ory    C=Cored    WsAosned 
UPsUndisturped  Piston 
TPt  Test  Pit     A:Ajger    V-Vone  Test 

UT:Undisturted  Thinwoil 


USED 


Proportions  Used 
troce  01010% 
little  I0to207o 
some  20to357c 
ond        35  to  50% 


SirOlQ 

Change 

Elev 


22' 


SOIL    IDENTIFICATION 
Remorks  include  color,  grodotion,  Type  of 
soil  etc    Rock -color,  type,  condition,  nord- 
ness,  Drilling  time,  seoms  and  etc 


SAMP. 


No  |Per-l^e- 

=  = 


(No  Samples  to  34') 


FILL 


39'10' 


Organic  SILT 
with   shells 


18" 


43' 


55'6' 


U^ca-y-  -SlLX-r  -tpaoa-  -of-  -p«*t 
Black   organic   PEAT 


silty 
Grajr  CLAY,    trace  of  silt 
trace  of   gravel 


T? 


i. 


T7*r 


4    I  15'*1 


Bottom  of  Boring  55  6" 


5      1S'*1 

I  i       I 


"CASING.        Then 
I40ib  Wt.«  30"foli  on  2   0  D  Sampler 


Cohesionless   Density 
O-iO         Loose 
10-30   Med  Dense 
50-50        Dense 
to  +    Very  Dense 


Cohesive  Consistency 

0-4      Soft        30+  Hord 

4-8     M/Sliff  _^^ 

I? '-30  v-SMf  [hole     no     B-: 


SUMVAOv    I 

Eofttt  Bori%;    ^^ 
Rock  Coring 
Sompiet  5 


III! 


^  100    WATER    STREET 

Geotechnlcal  Engineers,    Inc. 


EAST    PROVIDENCE,   R     I 
lADORESS       Winchester,  Mass. 


3JECT  NAME 

SORT  SENT  TO 


32  Garrison  Street.              Location      Boston,   Hass 
Above - I  PROJ  NO 


MPLES  SENTTO     Taken  At    Site 


DOR  JOB  NO 


ft«-^''-n 


GROUND  AATEH  CSSERvATiCNS 


oHer. 


(None  Taken) 


ofter Hours 


Type 

S.:e.  D 
Hcnmer  *( 
Hcrrr'ef  ='oll 


CASING 
HW 

it:: 

300^^ 


24" 


SAMPLER 

S/S 

1-3/8." 


2Q1. 


CORE  BAfl 


BIT 


DATZ 


MOLE  NO  Bjlit^ 


LINE  a  STA. 
Of  FS£T  

suP^  elev. 


START  10-10-87   

COMPLETE     10-11-87  


TOTAL   MRS.  — , 

BORiNC  FOREMAN  .    A  i     iiTiU^f-^->- 

iMSPtCTOfl 

SO^LS  ENOR. 


Casing 

Slows 

per 

foot 


Sompie 

Deptris 

From-  To 
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LABORATORY  TEST  RESULTS 
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Structure: 
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Load  ing : 
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Boring  B-2,  Sample  US-1,  Depth  =  ^7  ft. 
Gray  silty  clay  (CL) 
LL  =^7     PL  =  18 

Undisturbed  3-in.dia.  tube  sample 

Cell  Pressure  =   16^0  psf 
Natural  Moisture  Content  =  28  '/. 
Dry  Unit  Weight  =  95.8  pcf 

Axial  compression,  unconso 1 idated ,undra i ned 
Strain  rate  =  0.5*/./min. 


Nominal  Size:   Height  =  6.5  in. 

Diameter  =  3.0  in. 
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TRIAXIAL  TEST 
Q-l 


Oct.  26.  1987    Fig.  B-5 
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Soil: 

Structure: 
State: 

Loading: 
Nominal  Size: 


Boring  B-3,  Sample  US-S,  Depth  =  ^0  ft. 
Gray  silty  clay  iCL) 
LL  =  ^3    PL  =  IB 

Undisturbed  3-in.dia.  tube  sample 

Cell  Pressure  =   I'tSS  psf 
Natural  Moisture  Content  =  28  /. 
Dry  Unit  Weight  =  95.9  pcf 

Axial  compression,  unconso 1 idated .undrai ned 
Strain  rate  »  0.5'/./min. 

Height  =  t.h    in. 
Diameter  =  3.0  in. 
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Oct.  26,  1987 
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Soil: 

Structure: 
State: 

Loading : 


AXIAL  STRAIN    X 

Boring  B-3 ,  Sample  US-3.  Depth  =  56  ft. 
Gray  silty  clay  (^^'^ 
LL  =  ^2    PL  =  17 

undisturbed  3-in.dia.  tube  sample 

Cell  Pressure  =   5050  psf_ 

Natural  Moisture  Content  -  2B  /. 

Dry  Unit  Weight  =  96.3  pcf 

Axial  compression,  unconso 1 idated . undra ined 

Strain  rate  =  0.5*/./min. 


Nominal  Size:   Height  =  6.6  in. 

Diameter    =    3.0    i"' 


Renaissance  Properties 
Boston,  MA 


OBOTECHNICAL  KNOINEERS  INC. 


32  Garrison  Street 
Boston,  MA 


Project  87222 


TRIAXIAL  TEST 
Q-3 


Oct.  26.  1987    Fig.  B-7 
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Soil: 

Structure 
State: 

Loading: 


Boring   B4A   ,  Sample  UF2C,  Depth  =  51.0  ft. 
Gray  Silty  Clay.  (CD 

LL  =37    PI  =  19 

Undisturbed  3  -  inch  dia.  tube  sample 

Cell  Pressure  =  1843  psf 

Natural  Moisture  Content  =28.8   % 

Dry  Unit  Weight  =95.8   pcf 

Axial  compression,  unconsolidated,  undrained, 
Strain  rate  »  0.46  %/min. 


Nominal  Size:   Height  =6.4   inches 
Diameter  =2.8  inches 
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Winchester, Massachusetts 


32  Garrison  St. 
Boston,  Massachusetts 


Project  87222 


UNCONSOLIDATED 
UNDRAINED 
TRIAXIAL  TEST  Q4 


Oct.  30,  1987   Fig.  B-8 
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Soil: 

Structure; 
State: 

Loading: 
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Boring   B4A   ,  Sample  UF4B,  Depth  =  60.0  ft. 
Gray  Silty  Clay.  (CD 

LL  =45    PI  =  25 

Undisturbed  3  -  inch  dia.  tube  sample 

Cell  Pressure  =  2253  psf 

Natural  Moisture  Content  =36.3   % 

Dry  Unit  Weight  =85.7   pcf 

Axial  compression,  unconsolidated,  undrained, 
Strain  rate  =  0.46  %/min. 


Nominal  Size:   Height  =  6.5   inches 
Diameter  =2.8  inches 
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Project  87222 


UNCONSOLIDATED 
UNDRAINED 
TRIAXIAL  TEST  Q5 


Oct.  30,  1987    Fig.  B-9 
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CHAPTER  21E  HAZARDOUS  WASTE  REPORT 

Renaissance  Properties  engaged  the  services  of  Hidell- 
Eyster  Technical  Services,  Inc.   to  perform  a  hazardous  waste 
analysis  at  32  Garrison  Street.  Documentation  of  their 
assessment  follows. 
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HIDELL-EYSTER  TECHNICAL  SERVICES.  INC. 

*N  inTERDiSCiPlinaBy  analytic  AMD  DESIGN  GBDuP 

P    O    BOX  325 

ACCDRD.  MASSACHUSETTS  □2D1B-D325 


6I7-749BO40 

LANO  USE  PLANNERS 
ENGINEERS 

ENVIRONMENTAL  SCIENTISTS 
i     GEaLOQISTS 
ECONOMISTS 


Phase  I 

Environmental  Site  Assessment 

Update 

For 

Land  Located  At 

32  Garrison  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts 

(Project  tt05-87l62) 

(Hereinafter  referred  to  as  "THE  SITE") 

February  2,  1988 


orncES 

195  WMITING  STREET 
MINGmAM.  ma 

EXCHANGE  Place 

S3  STATE  STREET 
BCSTON.   MA 


424  "F-  STREET 
SAN  DIEGO,  CA 
619-234-4512 


This  report  is  an  update  based  on  the  Environmental 
Survey  Report  for  the  site,  prepared  by  ERSECO  Environmental 
Consultants,  Inc.,  in  1985,  for  Paul  Feloman,  Davis,  Malm, 
D'Agostine,  Esquires. 


PURPOSE  AND  SCOPE  OF  RESEARCH 

The  purpose  of  this  environmental  site  assessment  Is  to 
determine  the  presence,  or  the  potential  for  the  presence, 
of  hazardous  material  or  oil  pursuant  to  Massachusetts 
General  Laws,  Chapter  21E.   This  report  has  been  prepared 
for  the  exclusive  use  of  Renaissance  Properties  of  321 
Columbus  Avenue  in  Boston.   The  research  upon  which  the 
report  is  based  includes: 

1.  Review  of  report  entitled  "Environmental  Survey  Report 
for  32  Garrison  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts"  completed 
by  ERSECO  Environmental  Consultants,  Inc.,  dated 
November  1985, 

2.  Site  inspection, 

3.  Interviews  with  pertinent  public  officials  and  private 
Individuals, 

4.  Review  of  available  plans, 

5.  Review  of  available  public  records, 

6.  U.S.G.S.  topographic  map  review, 

7.  Testing  of  samples. 

The  inspection  and  investigation  of  this  property  was 
conducted  by  Dr.  Andrew  N.  Genes,  Geologist,  Henry  R. 
Hldell,  III,  Geologist,  and  Teresa  Kennedy,  Site  Assessment 
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IIDELL-EYSTER  TECHNICAL  SERVICES.  INC. 

_      ,     ^  February   2.    198S 

32  Garrison   St. .    Boston 

•         coordinator  and  Geo,og>.t ,    ^^l^^Jl^llllTlZ  l^Tti"\  Ur 
services.    Inc.    °*"'"S"?^;„^fTn  Massachusetts   General    Lavs. 
Chapter^rE^^'irSirand'hlzardous  materia,    release    law." 

,,e  site   tnat    ,s   t^e  subject  of   tMs   investigation    Is^ 
located  at  32  Garrison  Street    In  Boston  „, 5.5.5. 

i^.i°"^^?c^r?o?°t;  t  o.-^O.a.r^ 

-epa^e^  ?i1.^lcSlnf£%r£^    onsultants      :nc.^^^^^^ 
(Attachment   B).      The    land   is  designate  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^280. 

feet     more  or    lass     on  P  reel    9JJ;^^^^,^  „  ,,,   ,,     City 

Page   477,    L.C.    loio^   n   wl  First    Church   or 

of    Boston.      The   most    recent    f  ^^^^^ /^  Recorded    in   Book 

Christ   scientist   °;   O'^^^J^^l^'count^   Registry   of   Deeds. 
8479.   Page   701    In    the   Suffolk   County   k  a  ^^^  ^^  rnlnimal 

zoning  Is  H-2.  The  s  te  ^^^^^rban  DeCe  opment  Flood  Hazard 
^C^ril?;  Sap"/25rBrfS/?^e"c^ty  of  Boston  dated  .prll  U 
1982. 

on   the  sue    Is  a  three  story  brlc.   and  concrete    ^^    ^^ 
building  which  was  =="If  "f  J^JSh  o1  Ch^'^^   Scientist   and 
currently  occupied  ''i/' "'   ™^i  ,aing   is  served  by  municipal 
iltfr!'se:er."inf  "euctrlca!   supply  Systems  and   Is  heated  by 
natural    gas. 

The   area  around   the   building    is  Pavedfor^P^^^^^ 
Abutters   to   the   site      nc   ude   a   dem°;^f,^^    townhouses   to   the 
east,    an   apartment   build  ng   to   the   nor      ^   ^^^^^^^    ^MBTA) 
west,    and  the  Massachusetts  Bay J^,^^^^,,phy    is  uniformly 
Teell   l\Tl  su'ht   dow^ward'grade  ?o  the   southwest. 

g|T]r  ^Tf^TOPY 

^  K„  Pirst  Church  of  Christ 
The  site  is  currently  °^^^^^^i/^'?^om  1931  to  1971. 
scientist  and  is  used  as  a  --^.-f,- J^ed  by  Hayes  Bickford 
the  site  was  occupied  by  ^^^^^^°  „^3  Purchased  by 
Lunch  Systems   nc   ^he  prope   V   ^^^^  ^_^^  p^^^^^  I^.^., 
Hayes-Bickford  Lunch  Systems, 


-2- 


)ELL-EYSTER  TECHNICAL  SERVICES,  INC. 

32  Garrison  St.,  Boston  February  2.  1988 

which  corporation  had  purchased  the  property  from  F.H. 
Roberts  Company. 

pni^^^py  riF  PRKVT^nc;  yNVF^TTGATION 

The  following  is  a  summary  of  the  Environmental  Survey 
Report  for  the  site,  prepared  by  ERSECO  Environmental 
Consultants,  Inc..  dated  November,  1985. 

An  Environmental  Survey  report  of  the  site  was  prepared 
to  identify  the  existence  of  oil  or  hazardous  materials  on 
the  property.   This  report  Included  a  groundwater 
invesUgation  consisting  of  soil  borings  and  installa  ion  of 
monitoring  wells  for  the  purpose  of  providing  soil  data, 
water  table  elevations,  and  groundwater  samples  for 
laboratory  analysis. 

Monitoring  wells  OB-1  and  OB-2  were  instal led  on  the 
southeast  and  southwest  portion  of  the  site  prior  to  the 
ERSECO  Environmental  Consultants,  Inc.  report   Attachment 
B).   According  to  this  report,  OB-1  ^^^^instal led  in 
conjunction  with  construction  of  the  subway  system  (MBTA). 
Sb-2  was  installed  southeast  of  the  underground  storage 
tanks  on  the  site,  most  likely  to  monitor  the  groundwater 
aSaUtv  associated  with  these  tanks.   No  odors  from  these 
Set  iwe?e  detected  at  the  time  of  the  ERSECO  f  u^V;/nd  a 
photo-ionization  detector  did  not  ^--°^^,^f ^^'^VJ  tf, 
readings  which  indicate  the  presence  of  total  volatile 
organic  compounds. 

The  monitoring  wells  designated  as  MW-1  and  MW-2  were 
insta  led  at  the  northwest  and  southwest  portions  of  the 
sue  and  MW-3  was  installed  at  the  southeastern  edge  of  the 
site  as  part  of  the  ERSECO  investigation.   Sediments 

SncounteVed  were  typical  of  the  f^^^'  ^°"^!^^^S?rk  sUt 
ft^^t   nf  dark  arey.  coarsely  angular  fill,  and  dark  sa^. 
wltertabte  elevations  were  recorded  at  approximately  5  feet 
below  the  surface. 

The  pH  temperature,  and  conductivity  of  the  water  were 
recorded  on'sUe'through  the  use  of  a  Martek  Monitor  X  V. 
Groundwater  samples  were  submitted  for  chemical  analysis. 

The  results  of  these  analyses  are  shown  in  Table  1. 
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TABLE    1 

Chemical  Charactpr i st i cs  of  The  Groundwater  At 

32  Garrison  Street.  Boston.  Massachusetts 

nn  October  18.  1985 

(Excerpted  from  ERSECO  report) 


Parameter 


OB-1      OB-2     MV- 1     MW-2     t:^ 


Water  Depth  (feet)         4.8      5.2     5.8     4.5     5.3 


PH 


7.1       NT       7.2      6.7      7.1 


Temperature  (C)           16.3  NT  18.2  18.5    18.2 
Conductivity 

(umhos/centlmeter)      413  NT  686  386     453 
Volatlles  in  Well  Headspace 

(ppm  above  background)    BG  NT  BG  BG      BG 

Oil  &  Grease  (ppm)       ND(2.0)  NT  7.0  ND(2.0 )  ND( 2 . C) 

ND  =  Not  Detected  (Detection  Limit  with  Parentheses) 

NT  =  Not  Taken  .  o    ^> 

BG  =  Background  (Ambient  Air  Background  Concentration  =  4-8  ppm) 

The  ERSECO  report  concluded  that: 

"^   Oil  and  hazardous  materials  do  exist  on  the  property. 
¥   The  oil  boiler  and  pipe  insulation  are  likely  to  contain 
asbestos.   This  should  be  confirmed  with  microscopic 

#  The  groundwater  investigation  did  not  reveal  significant 
contamination  that  would  be  associated  with  fuel  tank 
leakage.   The  7  ppm  oil  and  grease  detected  in  well  MW-l , 
Is  below  the  drinking  water  quality  criteria  maximum 
level  (10-100  ppm)  set  by  several  states.   There  are  no 
criteria  for  oil  and  grease  presently  set  by  the  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  or  Massachusetts 
Department  of  Environmental  Qual i ty  Engineering. 

^   No  obvious  signs  of  other  contamination  or  potential 
threats  for  environmental  impact  were  noted.         ^^ 

«  The  property  is  reasonably  clean  and  well  maintained. 

The  ERSECO  report  recommended  that: 

"*     Sample  oil  boiler  and  pipe  insulation  for  asbestos. 

Should  the  insulation  contain  asbestos  proper  removal 
and  disposal  is  required  prior  to  demolition  of  the 
building  according  to  federal  regulation. 
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*  Verify  drums  stored  on  first  floor  are  empty  of  residual 
materia?  and  remove  for  proper  disposal  as  necessary. 

^   SemJval  of  the  underground  tanks  and  boiler  should  be 
Sone  tn  accordance  with  regulations  for  ^isposal  of  oil 
and  hazardous  materials.   The  area  around  the  tanks 
Should  be  investigated  for  ev  dence  of  leakage. 

*  No  additional  sampling  or  analysis  of  soils  or 
groundwater  is  suggested  at  this  time. 

Subsequent  to  the  ERSECO  report,  an  additional 

T  formfttii^was^arallable  concerning  the  well  depth,  manner 
of  installation  or  the  reason  for  Its  installation. 


PpnrFnuRE?  Af^n  FINDINGS 

On  November  23.  1987.  Mr.  Henry  R.  »^  ^^j.^'  ^^^3°^^ 

Installed  subsequent  to  the  other  we  1 1 ^ 

^C?.e°a  ,rarrtl=^!l?r:inh^^  602  The  re.uus  inajc.ted 

detected  (Attachment  C). 

«  r,    K  ^  1   iQfl7  Dr   Genes  visited  the  site  and 
On  December  1.  1^^^'  ^"^-^^^"^nn^ton  City  Hall.  Fire 
reviewed  the  P^^l ic  records  at  the  Boston  City  ^^^^^ ^ ^ ^ 

Department,  and  Boston  ^^^ ^f^^J^^^^^ance  wi th  the  ERSECO 
^ror;t:Towrve^r"se;rrat^:hi?g:rrrrthat  1985  report  were 

"'"'ihe  1985  report  stated  that  approximately  10  used^and 
empty  55  gallon  drums  containing  waste  genera 
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church  were  stored  at  the  site;  that  three  sump  wells  In  the 
building  were  dry  and  caked  with  dirt;  that  insulated  steam 
pipes  attached  to  an  old  boiler  had  suffered  extensive 
deterioration  and  that  white  dust  and  flakes  assumed  to  be 
asbestos  had  accumulated  on  floor  space. 

Presently,  there  are  approximately  40  used  and  empty  55 
gallon  drums  rather  than  10,  and  all  the  sump  pumps 
contained  water  which  was  not  odorous  or  stained.   The 
deteriorating  insulation  on  the  steam  pipes  has  been 
completely  rehabilitated.   There  is  no  evidence  of  flaking, 
or  any  dust  in  the  area. 

The  1985  report  stated  that  there  exists  a  now 
out-of-service  oil  burner.   When  the  oil  burner  was  removed 
from  service,  the  underground  storage  tank  servicing  the 
burner  was  reportedly  drained  and  filled  with  sand.    This 
tank  Is  reported  to  be  In  the  yard  near  the  boiler  room. 
According  to  records  at  the  Boston  Fire  Department,  the 
heating  oil  tank  at  the  site  Is  shown  as  still  In  service. 
According  to  Boston  Building  Department  records,  the  current 
gas  burner  was  installed  In  1980.   Therefore,  It  Is 
reasonable  to  assume  that  contaminated  sand  existsin  the 
subsurface  tank  now  out  of  service.   Records  do  exist  with 
respect  to  the  500  and  5.000  9^1 1 °"  s^^^^^f ace  gasoline 
tanks,  installed  in  1982,  as  specified  in  the  1985  ERSECO 
report . 

No  records  were  found  at  the  Boston  City  Kail  or  Fire 
Department  to  Indicate  a  release  of  oil  or  hazardous 
material  of  any  kind  at  the  site. 

On  January  6,  1988,  Sean  Donovan,  Geologist,  from 
Hidell-Eyster  Technical  Services,  Inc.,  visited  the  site  to 
ob?a  n  groundwater  samples  from  MW-1  and  MW-2   Samples  were 
forwardid  to  Groundwater  Analytical,  Inc.  of  Buzzards  Bay, 
Massachusetts  for  chemical  analysis  of  P^^^^^^^  ^^J":  °^t^i" 
EPA  method  602.   The  results  of  these  ajna  yses  "^icated 
traces  of  ethylbenzene  and  xylenes  In  MW-1.  ^J^l^^^^J^l^^ 
benzene  and  260  ug/1  (ppb)  of  methyl  tertiary  butyl  ether 
was  detected  in  MW-2  (Attachment  D). 

On  January  19,  1988,  Teresa  Kennedy  reviewed  the  Spill 
Data  Base  for  Incident  Response  and  Resource  Conservation 
and  Recovery  Act  (RCRA)  files,  as  well  as  the  Water 
Protection  supply  Atlas  at  the  Massachusetts  Department  of 
Environmental  Quality  Engineering  (D.E.Q.E.),  wcourn 
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district  office.   Several'  records  were  found  of  release*  cf 
petroleum  in  the  vicinity  of  the  site.   These  releases  were 
minor   the  greatest  amount  being  100  gallons,  and  were 
cleaned  up  at  the  time  of  release.   A  subsurface  release  was 
Identified  at  a  Sunoco  Station  located  at  I2o0  Boylston 
Street  on  September  22.  1986.   Contaminated  soil  was  remove^ 
by  McDonald-Watson,  Inc.   The  potential  for  these  releases 
to  have  impact  on  the  grounowater  quality  at  the  site  is 
considered  minimal. 

According  to  the  Water  Protection  Supply  Atlas,  the 
site  is  not  m  an  area  which  contributes  to  a  known  public 
drinking  water  supply. 

Benzene,  ethy Ibenzene ,  and  xylene,  the  contaminants 
which  have  been  identified  at  this  site,  are  all 
constituents  of  gasoline  and  fuel  oil.   Methyl  tertiary 
bS?vl  ether  Is  a  gasoline  additive.   These  compounds  have 
been  Usted  ^y  the   United  States  Environmenta  Protection 
Aaencv  (USEPA)  as  having  maximum  contaminant  levels  <MCLs) 
o?  maximum  contaminant  level  guidelines  (MCLGs)  in  drinking 
SIter   The  current  implications  of  these  terms  are  as 
f ol lows: 

1.   An  MCL  is  the  maximum  level  of  a  ^^^^^'l^if'^^^^J^if  '^ 
oermitted  in  drinking  water  under  the  law.   These 
levels  which  have  a  low  risk  associ ated  wi th  them,  were 
set  after  taking  Into  account  P^^'^^  i"> ,  ^  i^^^!,  f  ^^ 
available  technology  for  water  treatment  as  well  as 
health  considerations. 

MCLGs  are  desirable  target  levels  JJ^J^f  ,^^!/^J,el  s  a^e 
considers  essentially  risk  free.  When  these  'eveis  a. e 
set   they  Ire  based  on  public  health  studies,  but 

pra^tlcll  considerations  of  ^--f^.f -,^^,:^  ^al  y'lLer 
not  taken  Into  consideration.   MCLGs  are  generally 
than  MCLs  but  do  not  have  legal  status. 


2. 


Many  contaminants  have  neither  ^  j"^!  ^'^^[^^^^^^f^^bf  "^ 

limits  which  have  been  released  by  the  t-FA  tor 
found  on  this  site  are  as  Indicated  in  Table  2. 


-7- 


DELL-EV5TER  TECHNICAL  SERVICES.  INC. 

32  Garrison  St..  Boston  February  2,  1969 

TABIE  2 

Pf^rnmmended   r.imits    for    Contaminants   Found   on    Site 
(All     levels    In   micrograms   per    liter) 

Source 


Gul Id  Wei  1  Benzene 
MW-2 

13 
Trace 

5 
0 

Proposed 
Final 

MCL 
MCLG 

MW-1       Ethylbenzene 

Trace 

680 

Proposed 

MCLG 

MW-1       Xylene 

Trace 

400 

Proposed 

MCLG 

MW-2       Methyl  tertiary 

butyl  ether   260        Not  Regulated 

Methyl  tertiary  butyl  ether  Is  not  currently  regulated, 
however,  a  suggested  limit  of  50  parts  per  billion  is  being 
considered  In  the  State  of  Maine. 

The  presence  of  these  volatile  organic  compounds 
suggests  more  than  normal  urban  background  indications. 
However,  because  the  site  is  in  an  Intensely  developed  area 
which  does  not  contribute  to  a  known  public  drinking  water 
supply,  It  is  not  considered  an  Immediate  threat  to  the 
safety,  health,  or  convenience  of  the  public  at  this  time. 
Plans  are  currently  underway  for  the  removal  of  the 
underground  storage  tanks  at  this  site.   It  is  recommended 
that  at  the  time  of  removal,  the  sediments  surrounding  these 
tanks  should  be  monitored  to  determine  whether  a  release  has 
occurred. 


rnNcr.usiONS 

1   There  are  public  records  to  Indicate  the  storage  of  oil 
*   and  hazardous  materials  at  the  site.   There  are  no 
records  to  indicate  a  release  at  the  site.   ^.E.Q.E. 
records  reviewed  indicated  several  incidents  of  releases 
in  the  vicinity,  but  the  impact  of  these  releases  with 
respect  to  the  site  are  believed  to  be  minimal. 

2.   There  is  a  subsurface  fuel  oil  tank  ^^^he  yard  near  the 
boiler  room  which  reportedly  has  been  drained  and  filled 
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with  sand.   As  there  are  no  monitoring  wells  In  the 
vicinity  of  this  tank,  the  condition  of  the  sediments  or 
groundwater  near  this  tank  is  unknown.   According  to  the 
Boston  Fire  Department,  the  tank  must  be  removed  as  it 
contains  contaminated  material. 

3.   The  presence  of  volatile  organic  compounds  has  been 
detected  at  the  site.   Because  the  site  Is  not  in  an 
area  which  contributes  to  a  public  water  supply,  it  is 
not  considered  an  Immediate  threat  to  the  safety, 
health,  or  convenience  of  the  public.   However,  further 
Investigation  Is  required. 

RECOMMENnATTnMS 

1.  Under  the  provisions  of  Massachusetts  General  Law, 
Chapter  21E,  It  Is  the  responsibility  of  the  owner  of  a 
contaminated  site  to  notify  the  Massachusetts  Department 
of  Environmental  Quality  Engineering  (D.E.Q.E.)  of  the 
discovery  of  the  contamination.   The  D.E.Q.E.  should 
promptly  be  notified  of  the  findings  of  this  site 
assessment.   Notification  is  normally  accomplished  by  a 
telephone  call  to  D.E.Q.E.,  followed  by  the  delivery  of 
a  copy  of  this  report.   If  necessary,  Hidel 1 -Eyster 
Technical  Services,  Inc.  is  available  to  assist  in  this 
notification  process. 

2.  The  three  underground  storage  tanks  on  the  site  shoula 
be  removed  after  receiving  proper  permits  from  the 
Boston  Fire  Department.   The  sediments  surrounding  these 
tanks  should  be  monitored  at  that  time  to  determine 
whether  a  release  has  occurred.   Further  recommendations 
may  be  implemented  at  that  time. 

3.  The  deteriorating  oil  burner  pipe  insulation  has  been 
repaired.   However,  should  be  building  be  demolished, 
this  insulation  must  be  analyzed  for  the  presence  of 
asbestos.   As  stated  in  the  recommendations  of  the 
ERSECO  report  "Should  the  insulation  contain  asbestos, 
proper  removal  and  disposal  Is  required  prior  to 
demolition  of  the  building  according  to  federal 

regul at  ions. " 

4.  The  55  gallon  drums  on  the  site  should  be  removed  for 
proper  disposal  . 

The  conclusions  of  this  report  are  based  solely  on  the 
scope  of  work  outlined  and  the  sources. of  Information 
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32  Garrison   St.,    Boston 

^    In    i-h!^  reoort        Any   additional    Information   that 
referenced     n    this  report        A   y  ^^^^^^  ^^   submlttea 

?^"STH^llU?erTe?hn!ca  Services .  Inc.  so  that  our 
^onclSlins'In'dJ-or%econ^endatlone  .ay  be  revised  and 
modified   If    necessary. 


ANG/bs 


c, 

Dr.  Andrew  N.  Genes 

Geol ogist 

For: 

Hldel 1-Eyster 

Technical  Services,  Inc 


Teresa  E.  Kennedy 

Site  Assessment  Coordinator 

Geologist 

For: 

Hidel 1-Eyster 

Technical  Services,  Inc. 
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Certified  Engineering  &  Testing  Co.  Inc. 


25  Mathewson  Drive,  Weymouth,  MA  02189  (617)  337-78S7  -  TeleFAX  (617)  337-6237 


December  3,  1987 

Mr.  Robert  Hidell 
Hidell-Eyster  Associates 
P.O.  Box  325 
Accord,  MA    02018-0325 

SUBJECT:   Laboratory  Analysis  -  Boston;  32  Garrison  Stireet 
Project  No.:  10051 

Dear  Mr.  Hidell: 

The  following  are  the  results  of  testing  performed  on  the  sample 
delivered  to  this  laboratory  on  November  23,  1987. 

I.  Sample  Description; 

Sample  No.  Description 

4639  2  40mL  silicon/teflon  septa  glass  vials 

of  water  from  Guild  Well,  sampled  11/23/87 

II.  Analytical  Results;    Purgeable  Aromatics 

Parameter  &  Units  4639  Detection  Limit 

pBenzeneT^ug/L'^''"'""'^"'' -v..-.--^  ■  '^ ■•" 
Chlorobenzene,  ug/L 
1,  3-Dichlorobenzene,  ug/L 
1,  2-Dichlorobenzene,  ug/L 
1,  4-Dichlorobenzene,  ug/L 
Ethylbenzene,  ug/L 
Toluene,  ug/L 
Total  Xylenes,  ug/L 

Date  Analyzed:  December  2,  1987 

Method  Reference:   40  CFR  Part  136,  Friday,  October  26,  1984, 
METHOD  602 


•f1S^13  — ' 

1 

ND 

1 

ND 

1 

ND 

1 

ND 

1 

ND 

1 

ND 

1 

ND 

1 

Yours  very  truly. 


''Dennis  W.  Flynn 
Laboratory  Manager 

DWF;lam 


Boston    •     Providence    •    New  York     •    Memphis    •    Dallas    •     San  Frnncisco 


GROUNDWATER  ANALYTICAL,  INC. 


Hidell-Eyster  and  Associates 
PO  Box  325 
Accord,  MA  02018 


258  Mom  Street  A3,  Buzzards  Bc^  MA  C2522 
Teiep^-o^e  (617]  759-4^41 

Date  of  Analysis;  01-06-58 

Sanple  ID:  Garrison  St.  Boston 
^f,■:-l   01-04-88 
Proj  05-87162 


REPORT  OF  ANALYSES 


EPA  MEIHCO  601  -  Purgeable  Halocarbons 


Bromodichloromethane 

Brcxnoform 

Br omome thane 

Carbon  tetrachloride 

Chlorobenzene 
jChloroe  thane 

2-Chloroethylvlnyl  ether 
jChloroform 

Qiloromethane 

Dibromochloromethane 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1 , 4-Dichlorobenzene 
_1 , 2-Dichlorobenzene 
_Dichlorodifluorome thane 
1 , 1-Dichloroethane 


1 , 2-Dichloroethane 
1 ,1-Dichloroethene 
trans-l,2-Dichloroethene 
1 , 2-Dichloropropane 
_cis-l , 3-Dichloropropene 
_trans-l , 3-Dichloropropene 
_Methylene  chloride 
_1 , 1 , 2 , 2-Tetrachloroethane 
_Te  trachloroethene 
_1 , 1 ,1-Trichloroethane 
_1 , 1 , 2-Tr ichloroethane 
_Trichloroethene 
Trichlorofluoromethiane 

_Vinyl  chloride 
cis-1 , 2-Dichloroethene 


EPA  METHOD  602  -  Purgeable  Aromatics 


_Benzene 
Qilorobenzene 


trace  Ethylbenzene 

Toluene 

trace  o-Xylene 


1 ,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1 , 4-Dichlorobenzene 
1 , 2-Dichlorobenzene 


tracenr+p  Xylenes 

Methyl  tertiary  Butyl  Ether 


No  601  contaminants  were  detected. 

All  concentrations  expressed  in  ug/1  (PPB).       Analyst:  ^ 
^^^Ir^^^^Vresence  but  below  detection  limits. 


.vhV  V^^>^^ 


GROUNDWATER  ANALYTICAL,  JNC. 


258  Mom  Street  A3.  Buzzaras  Eo/.  MA  C2522 

Telephone  (6i7j  it^-£.u\ 

Hidell-Eyster  and  Associates 

Date  of  Analysis:  01-06-88 

PO  Box  325 
Accord,  MA  02018 

Sample  ID:  Garrison  St.  Boston 
Mlv-2  01-0A-8B 

Proj  05-87162 

REPOKT  OF  ANALYSES              'r^~':'7:-^~~'~i 

EPA  METHOD  601 

-  Purgeable  Halocarbons 

Bromod  ichlorome  thane 

1 , 2-Dichloroe thane 

bromoform 

1 , 1-Dichloroethene 

Bromome thane 

trans-1 ,2-Dichloroethene 

Carbon  tetrachloride 

1 , 2-Dichloropropane 

Chlorobenzene 

cis-1 ,3-Dichloropropene 

Chloroethane 

trans-1 , 3-Dichloropropene 

2-Chloroethylvinyl  ether 

Methylene  chloride 

Chloroform 

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 

Qiloromethane 

Tetrachloroethene 

Dibromochlorome  thane 

1 , 1 , 1-Trichloroe thane 

1 , 3-Dichlorobenzene 

1 , 1 , 2-Tr ichloroethane 

1 ,4-Dichlorobenzene 

Trichloroethene 

1 , 2-Dichlorobenzene 

Trichlorofluoromethane 

D ichlorodi f luorome thane 
1 , 1-Dichloroe  thane 

Vinyl  chloride 

cis-1 , 2-Dichloroe thene 

EPA  METHOD  602  -  Purgeable  Aromatics 


trace  Benzene 

Qilorobenzene 

Ethylbenzene 

Toluene 


o-Xylene 


1 , 3-Dichlorobenzene 
1 ,4-Dichlorobenzene 
_1 , 2-Dichlorobenzene 
m+p  Xylenes 


260  Methyl  tertiary  Butyl  Ether 


No  601  contaminants  were  detected. 

All  concentrations  expressed  in  ug/1  (PPB).       Analyst: 
Detection  limits  are  2  PPB.  .   ,.  -^ 

"Trace"  indicates  probable  presence  but  below  detection  limits 
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Proof   of      Ownership  •!/.'>    701 

Deed   Conveyed    to   First    Church   of   Christ    Scientist 

HAYBS-BXCKPORD  LONCT  SYSTEM,    INC. 
•  corporttioB  duly  wtiHiihed  under  the  Uwi  of      MaiBtchu««tti 
»ndh.Tio,k.tt«*lpl-«<rfbuiiom.»    on.  (Uttvty  C3.nt«r,  N«vt« 

t  Mlddleaax  County,  Muuchuxm,  for  coruiderttion  ptid. 

Of  Tve  Hwtdrad  Fifty  Thoosand  ($250,000)    Dollan 
gnaata    ih«  Fixst  Church  of  Christ,   ScUntist,    in  Boston,  Haaiachutettt 


of  vith  ^Bttrlata  ntnMBtM 

(DnCftpOOtt  MM  CMWObftlKCi,   If  lAf  I 

A  cortain  parcol  of  land  with  the  buildings  thsraon  situated  in  Boston, 
Suffolk  Cowty,  Maatachusetts,  being  shown  on  a  plan  made  by  Aspinwall 
«  Lincoln,   C.B.,  dated  August  20,   1931,   record'sd  with  Suffolk  Deeds  on 
Septeaber  11»   1931.     Said  parcel  is  bounded  and  described  as   follows i 

Northwesterly  by  the  southeasterly  end  of  Garrison  Street  and  by  the 
southeasterly  line  of  Alley  No.   454   as  shown  on  said 
plan*  one  hundred  seventy-eight  and  71/100   (178.71)    feet? 

8oathw«tt«rly  by  th«  northeasterly  line  of  a  passageway  shown  on  said 
plan,  one  hundred  sixty-four  (164)    feet; 

Southeastarly  by  land  of  the  Boston  and  Providence  Railroad  Corporation, 
one  hxmdred  aeventy-eight  and  95/100   (178.9  5)    feet; 

Northeasterly  by  land  designated  on  said  plan  as   land  now  or  forrarly 

of  P.   H.   Roberts  Co.,  being  land  now  of  A.   w.   Perry,    Inc., 
in  part  running  through  the  middle  of  a  sixteen    (16)    inch 
wall  as  shown  on  said  plan,   sixty-seven  and  76/100    (67.76) 
feet  I 

Northwesterly  by  said  last  mentioned  land,  thirty-one  one-hundredths 
(.31)   of  a  footf 

Northeasterly  by  said  last  mentioned  land  on  a  line  mnning  through  the 
middle  of  a  twenty   (20)    inch  wall  and  continuing  to  the 
end  of  said  Garrison  Street  as  shown  on  said  plan,  ninety- 
six  and  24/100    (96.24)    feet. 

Containing  29,326  square   feet  according  to  said  plan. 

Together  with  full  rights  of  way  in  common  with  others  entitled  thereto 
in  and  over  the  above  mentioned  alley  and  passageway.     Being  the  prerrlses 
conveyed  to  Hayes-BicJtford  Lunch  System,   Inc.,  by  A.   w.   Perry,   Inc.,  by 
deed  dated  September  11,   19  31  and  recorded  with  Suffolk  Deeds  in  Book  5  2  80, 
Page  477. 

Said  premises   are   conveyed  with   the  benefit  of  and   subject   to  said  •«••- 
mants  in  regard  to  Party  Walls  and  open  areas  set  forth  in  saia  aeea 

from  A.  W.   Perry,   Inc.,   to  the  Hayes-Bickford  Lunch  System,   Inc.,   dated 
September  11,   19  31. 

Said  premises  are  also  conveyed  subject  to  real  estate  taxes  of  the  aty  . 
of  BdetsB  assessed-  as  of  January  1-,    1971,   and  to  restrictions  of  record 
so  far  as  now  in  full  force  anc^  epr-lir^-bl:; 


G.  PLANS,  SEcria^s  and  elevaticns 


D 
O 
U 


H 

CO 

W 

H 

W 

W 

eri 

C/5 

H 

D 

00 

X 

U 

y-w 

< 

kJ 


KTt- 


(|0^      ©      G 


\i 


-^ 


■I  ■! 


.iii 


O  " 

<  = 


I'll 

1!\ 

!    iil 

■  it 

1 

ii 

i 

fit 

15 


y 


u 

O  " 

CO   < 

<  o 

S2 


;i|!i 


lii! 


i!;!! 


pi  ii: 


U- 


IMl 


\h 


I    ,mu:h f "CPTa f— .^.Tsr— + per;; f    .<^  t' — T^ ST^i 1       ST=  *" 


n^ 


£: 

w : 

ec  - 

CO  * 

Z  * 

o « 


lii 


1^1  ii 
H  ir 


11 


1:1  Y" 

v>  il, 


if    Ml 


5'    I 


■.'■■ !  5 

M 1 


^  JO 
r  ^ 

>    C/5 

?^ 

«  JO 

:3 


I- 


Mi 


1^  u  m^       \f 


w 


15 


©      ©0 


0      ©    ( 


-^3 

— (E 


*.i 


s 


d 


M 


ill  i 

n  ! 

11^ 

•1 .' 

Hi 

Mil 

1 

(<)    j  ($     (^ 


I S I  i  1 1  ^ 


k? 


l\ 


!r 


■i 


z: 

o  - 

CO  < 

as  ^• 

<  o 


hi ;! 


i!'i 


ihi 


pi  il 


Relationship  of  32  Garrison  St.  to  Adjacent  Buildings 

and  Open  Space 
Plan  showing  open  space,  pedestrian  .  vehicular,  and 

Service  Access 
Location  of  way^.  dr^veway^.  major  landscape  feptuyes 
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ON  STREET  ^ 


111 


KEY. 


1^    VEHICULAR  ACCESS 


PEDESTRIAN  AND 
HANDICAPPED  ACCESS 
TO  SITE 


32  Garrison  Street 
Boston,  Mass. 
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